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Executive summary  
 
 
In January 2005 the International Labour Office carried out a rapid initial assessment of the livelihood and labour 
market situation in the tsunami affected areas so as to quantify the lost productive assets and jobs, the situation of 
households’ livelihoods and the resources needed for rehabilitation. 

This rapid initial assessment consisted of desk estimates of the extent of job losses and needs for income 
transfers and social protection, a survey of 1,627 households in affected areas and structured interview with 70 
local key informants.  

The households’ survey, carried out jointly with the World Food Programme, covered respondents from 
households in 8 of the most affected districts. Households in camps, affected but still at home, and displaced with 
friends and families were included. 40% of the respondents were women.  

Interviews with the local key informants from affected areas captured gender aspects, infrastructure, role of 
communities, size of businesses, not covered in the household survey.  

 

Composition of affected households  

In 24% of the households, those of working age and able to work will have to financially support at least two or 
more dependents  

More than 20% of affected households have only one or no household member of working age. These households 
are likely to be in a vulnerable situation, as they will rely on only one main income earner. 

 

Sectors affected 

Sectors that the survey shows to be affected are 
fisheries (main source of income for 36% of households), 
services and retail trade (23% excluding hospitality), and 
public sector employment and manufacturing.  

Significant geographical differences were found, 
fisheries being relatively more important in the North, 
commerce and services (likely to be partly related to 
tourism) in the South.  

Differences between women and men are not significant 
for most sectors. As many as 46% of affected men 
previously earned their income in fisheries. Although 
fisheries are perceived by key informants as a predominantly male activity, 34% of affected women also generated 
an income in this sector. In contrast, manufacturing and the public sector provided employment to a larger 
proportion of affected women compared to men. Agriculture and fisheries provided a complementary source of 
income for a substantial number of households.  

 
 

Others 
26%

Agricult. 
7%

Manufact. 
8%

Services 
11%

Retail 
trade 11%

Fisheries 
36%

Others include public sector, remittances, aid, etc.
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Vulnerability of affected households   

Nearly 30% of households affected by the tsunami were poor before the disaster as indicated by expenditure of 
less than Rs 5,000 per month.  

Poor 
30%

Received 
social 

assistance
53%

 Samurdhi 
recipient

41%

Not 
member of 

SSS
86%

 

53% of affected households received social assistance before the disaster, 41% of all households were Samurdhi 
recipients. Other types of social assistance (such as Triposha, Poor relief, Government pension) covered each 
less than 10% of households.  

87% of all affected households lack coverage by any social security scheme. Coverage was particularly low 
among poor households and households with a large number of dependents. Of the 13% who are covered, fewer 
than two-thirds know how to receive benefits. Social security schemes will in practice have little effect on 
households’ vulnerability.  

 

Loss of source of income of households and 
individuals  

More than 84% of all households in affected areas 
have lost their main source of income as a result of 
the tsunami, while 87% of individual respondents 
lost their work. An overall figure of between 275,000 
to 285,000 jobs lost in directly affected areas is 
likely to be a reliable estimate. An additional 
125,000 jobs may have been lost indirectly. 

99% of households whose main income came from 
the fisheries sector have lost this source of income. 
Other much affected sectors are retail trade, 
manufacturing and agriculture: More than 85% of 
affected households in these sectors have lost their main income. Working women have been affected as much as 
men and 28% of lost jobs for women were in fisheries.  

Many people employed in the hospitality industry were not captured by the survey, as they used to work on the 
coast but do not live there. The survey covered directly affected areas only. Desk estimates include estimated job 
losses of over 25,000 in hotels and guesthouses.  

Although relatively speaking the damage to livelihoods was greatest in the North, in terms of numbers of jobs lost 
the impact has been greatest in the South and East. The large majority of affected economic activities were micro 
and small businesses, including in fisheries, textile, coir and carpentry. Most of those who lost their work were not 
formally employed, and are therefore unlikely to be covered by any type of work-related insurance.  

 

Households who lost main income (%)

84.3%
98.6% 89.5% 87.5% 85.1%

74.2%

All Fisheries Retail
trade

Manuf. Agricult. Services
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Loss of houses and productive assets 
Almost half of the respondents’ houses were totally destroyed 
by the tsunami, and nearly all (94%) suffered some damages. 
In Mullaitivu, Ampara and Trincomalee districts the extent of 
damage to houses is particularly high.  
Households who were not displaced also suffered important 
damages to their house (77% of their houses were partially 
damaged, 14% totally destroyed).  

80% of all privately-owned productive 
assets were totally damaged and 14% 
partially damaged. All types of assets 
were affected. The degree of damages 
varies slightly across assets: 70% of 
crops and buildings have been lost 
(totally damaged), while close to 90% of 
fishing equipment has been lost.  
The need to replace boats should not 
deflect attention from the need to repair 
supporting infrastructure such as ice 

and processing plants and the importance of reconstructing business premises and replacing machinery.  
Loss or damage to assets has affected an overwhelming majority of households: Nine households out of ten had 
some private productive assets before the tsunami.  
Similar to the impact on sources of income, relatively more households in the North were affected by the loss or 
damage their productive assets. 
The large majority (82%) of households who have lost their main source of income and one or more of their 
privately owned productive assets can be expected to be unable to quickly replace their means of generating an 
income. There is therefore a strong need to replace productive assets, which will require finance, in loans or 
grants.  
 
Current livelihood situation 
It is estimated that more than 80% of affected women and men were not able to sustain their livelihood at the time 
of the survey. Half of the households depended primarily on public and private aid.  
Although a large majority of affected households had already received food, medicine and clothing as relief 
assistance, only 6% had received cash directly. 

Extent of damages to houses

Unaffected
6%

Totally  
destroy ed

48%

Partially  
destroy ed

46%
Losses of households' productive assets 

(totally or partially damaged, % of ow ned assets)

9 6 .3 %9 6 .3 % 9 4 .3 % 9 4 .0 % 9 3 .7% 9 3 .1% 8 9 .3 %

Fishing
Equipment

Stocks Boats Vehicles Livestock Buildings Crops,
farm. equip

100%
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Livelihood strategy for the future 

28% of respondents in affected 
households expect not to rely on the 
same source of income as before the 
tsunami. Employment in the fisheries 
sector in particular is expected to 
reduce. Comparatively more women 
than men believe that they will not 
recover their former source of 
income – 32% and 26% respectively. 
Gender differences are particularly 
high in services, manufacturing and 
fisheries. Dependence on charity 
and welfare is expected to increase. 

22% of respondents expect to work 
in a different location than before the 

disaster. This proportion is higher among people intending to be wage employed (one-third) or who did not yet 
know how they were going to make a living and women (24%).  

A relatively high percentage of respondents (16%) lack a clear livelihood strategy for the future and 22% are 
uncertain about their household’s future main source of income. The degree of uncertainty with regard to a future 
source of income was higher among women than among men (19% compared to 14%). Possibly women feel less 
optimistic about accessing support to rebuild productive assets. Some may have to change because they have 
become the main potential income earner of the household.  

During interviews with key informants, special concerns were raised regarding women who have been widowed by 
the disaster, social constraints faced by women in particular in the Muslim communities, and self-employed 
women whose family duties and responsibilities may prevent them from easily restarting their business activities.  

Temporary work opportunities for affected workers were identified mainly in the (re-) construction sector and short-
term ‘hired labour’, in transport industry, guesthouses and catering. Only a very limited number of new longer 
lasting opportunities are expected to be available in the affected districts.  

Overall, the findings indicate a high degree of uncertainty and significant changes in households’ and individuals’ 
livelihood strategies. Such relatively widespread change indicates a strong need for assistance and a likelihood of 
persistent social and economic instability.  

 

Skills assessment 

14% of respondents estimate that they do not have the right skills to do the work they intend to do. The survey 
findings point to a greater need for training (and possibly re-training) among members of poorest households, 
women and people planning to be in wage employment.  

There may be a need for training in a variety of sectors. Even among those planning to earn a living in fisheries 
some indicate a need for better skills. A further assessment of skills needs and deficiencies is currently being 
undertaken by the ILO and the Ministry of Labour and Foreign Employment. 

 

 

Livelihood strategy for the future
 (% respondents)

79%

57%

28%

22%

16%

14%

Expect to be self employed/in
business

Will need funds for their business

Do not expect same main income  

Expect to w ork in different
location

Lack a clear livelihood strategy

Assess their skills as inadequate
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Needs assessment for those planning to be in business or in wage employment 
Of the 67% of respondents who indicated how they expect to obtain their income in the future, 79% expect to be 
self employed or run a business. This percentage is the same among women and men. Much of the assistance 
will therefore need to be in terms of 
business support services.  
Fisheries were the most likely choice of 
those who expect to be self-employed, 
followed by retail. Most of the wage-
employed are in the “others’ category, 
which includes public services.  
More than 90% of those intending to be 
self-employed or in business estimate 
that their skills are adequate for the work 
they are planning to do. The same 
percentage has previous experience in 
doing business. Although they might 
benefit from business training, this is 
probably not an urgent need.  
More productive assets were lost by households whose members plan to be self-employed or in business. 
Finance to replace such assets will be required. However, 94% does not have the required funds and will therefore 
need assistance. The majority (64%) of those who said they do not have the funds expressed the need for a grant, 
while 30% said they expect to get a loan. 
71% of those intending to be self-employed or in business do not expect that their business will need skilled or 
unskilled workers. Most respondents will work on their own, or have such workers already. The share of those who 
said they would need skilled workers is relatively high, though, at 22%. Re-starting businesses is therefore likely to 
generate significant wage-employment, especially for more skilled workers. 
 
Overall, the survey findings indicate that the main needs are going to be for finance (grants and/or loans), 
livelihood counselling for those without clear plans for the future, and skills training. Business services to support 
the large group planning to be self-employed or in business will be of key importance, especially for the small 
percentage that will go into business for the first time and to rebuild trade networks to restore access to markets. 
Overall, in at least 56% of all households one person or more can be expected to need funds for financing their 
business or self-employment.  
 
Need for infrastructure 
The main priority for infrastructure repair for economic recovery was identified to be the road network (26% of 
answers). This is followed by the full restoration of the electricity supply and repair to communication and water 
supply systems.  
Without the reconstruction of economic infrastructure such as harbours, roads and markets, local economies are 
unlikely to be able to revive, whatever the assistance provided to households and individuals. 

Self-employed and in business: Financial needs 
and expectations

Do not 
have the 

funds
94%

Have 
funds

6%

Get a grant
64%

Get a loan
30%

Family & 
friends

6%
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1 Context 
 
In January 2005 the International Labour Office carried out a rapid initial assessment of the 
livelihood and labour market situation in the tsunami affected areas so as to quantify:  

• Lost and retained  productive assets and jobs 
• Situation of households’ livelihoods  
• Resources needed for rehabilitation 

 
The purpose was not to have an overall assessment of the tidal wave’s impact as such, but to 
ensure that the government’s response to the restoration of livelihood restoration is well 
targeted and properly prioritised, based on verified data. The information obtained contributes 
to the formulation of short-term relief and rehabilitation measures (for the next 6 months) and to 
identify key issues for mid- and long- term restoration of livelihoods (identified in more detail 
through further research), the impact of which can then be  measured in subsequent 
assessments.  
 
This rapid initial assessment consisted of:  

• Desk estimates of the extent of job losses and needs for income transfers and social 
protection based on information from key informants and a statistical model.   

• A survey of 1,630 households in affected areas  
• A structured interview with 70 local key informants from affected areas to capture 

gender aspects, infrastructure, role of communities, size of businesses, not covered in 
the household survey.  

 
These were complementary approaches to assessing different aspects of the tsunami’s impact 
on livelihoods, making use of the different strengths of qualitative and quantitative 
methodologies. This report presents the main findings of each of these approaches in an 
integrated manner, using information from the three different sources to reinforce the findings. 
It includes information that refers to the livelihoods of households, as well as to those of the 
individuals who responded to the survey questions. Information on the situation and livelihood 
strategies of households is relevant to household-focused assistance strategies. Information on 
the individual situation of respondents on the labour market makes it possible to identify the 
assistance they need to restore their livelihoods and highlight gender and age-group 
differences.  
 
Key findings were made available in summary form on earlier dates in order to support the 
formulation of rehabilitation and recovery policies and programmes. 
 
The report first presents the research methodology (Chapter 2). Household composition and 
vulnerability issues are considered next (Chapters 3 and 4). The extent of the loss of sources of 
income is considered in Chapter 5, while the damage to household assets is presented in 
Chapter 6. Chapter 7 deals with current sources of income and Chapter 8 and 9 look at the 
livelihood expectations of households and respondents, and possible needs for support. 
Conclusions and recommendations briefly are presented in Chapter 10. The Annexes include 
the survey questionnaire, a short description of the sample design and additional tables. 
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2 Objectives and methodology  
 
2.1 Desk estimates 
 
The objective of the desk estimates was to estimate the numbers of workers in districts affected 
by the tsunami who had likely lost their primary source of income as a result of the tsunami. 
Estimates were done per sector and district.  
 
The estimates were based on subjective assessments of the size and scope of losses in 
different sectors of the local economies in the coastal areas, obtained through interviews with 
70 key informants (well-informed persons from different institution at the local level in the 
affected districts). This was combined with available 2002 statistics on employment by district, 
to obtain estimates per district, sector and overall. They are therefore to some extent based on 
subjective perceptions, combined with strong local knowledge and quantitative information. It 
needs to be emphasised that the results arrived at are estimates, which may have to be revised 
upwards or downwards as more information comes available. 
 

2.2 Household survey 
 
The household’s survey main objectives 
were:  

• To establish the characteristics of the 
households affected and their 
particular needs (socio-economic 
groups, household composition, etc)  

• To determine the extent to which 
households’ livelihoods were 
affected and how they now foresee 

in their needs. 
• To assess individuals' situation and plans for the future in terms of earning an income 

and employment, and identify the support needed for recovery.  
• To provide information on the current food and relief situation for short-term assistance  
 

The survey used a structured pre-coded questionnaire in Tamil and Sinhala. The questionnaire 
was intentionally kept very short and simple, and interviews took 20 to 30 minutes on average 
(see attached English version, Annex 1).  
 
In order not to aggravate the psychological distress suffered by 
people affected by the tsunami, questions regarding personal 
losses (including of income earners) due to the tsunami and family 
situation changes were excluded. The survey focused on the 
current and expected situation and needs rather than on collecting 
detailed pre-crisis information.      
 
The survey intended to cover 1,630 households, including 1,440 
directly affected households and 190 host families. In fact the 
survey included 223 host families and 1,627 directly affected 
households. The first group is excluded from the analysis presented 
below, to keep the focus on those directly affected. 
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Although the sample size does not allow for a statistically representative sample, the sample 
design ensures that most affected districts and households regardless of their residence at the 
time of the survey are adequately represented among the surveyed households. More on the 
sample design can be found in Annex 2. 
 
 
2.3 Key informants interviews 
 
The main objective of the key informants’ survey was to assess the impact of the tsunami on 
assets and activities not covered by the household survey, noting characteristics of particular 
relevance and which are linked to differential livelihood losses for men and women, the type 
and size of businesses affected, and relevant damage to infrastructure. This survey also 
contributed to the estimates of livelihood losses (see 2.1) 
 
 

The key informants were well-informed persons 
from different institution at the local level in the 
affected districts. The information was collected 
through semi-structured interviews carried out in 
mid-January 2005 by staff members of JobsNet. 
Interviews were conducted in Ampara, Batticaloa, 
Colombo, Galle, Hambantota and Trincomalee. In 
total 67 key informants were interviewed. 
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3 Profile of affected households 
 
The household survey included questions that aimed to establish the composition of 
households and the profile of the respondents, in particular with a view to gauge their 
vulnerability in terms of the presence of women and men of working age.  
 
3.1 Profile of respondents 
 
Out of the 1,627 respondents, 39% were women. Not all were the head of the household. 
Respondents were asked whether they were head of household but interviews were carried on 
regardless (please refer to Annex 2 for further explanation). Interestingly, although some of the 
female main income earners might not have defined themselves as head of households, who is 
usually considered to be the oldest adult man of working age, 42% of female respondents 
declared they were head of households. As a result, the percentage of female-headed 
households in the sample is very high for Sri Lanka (23%).    
 
Table 3.1 Respondent’s status as head of household by sex  
  Men Women Total 
Total 60.6 39.4 100 
Head of Household 77.0 23.0 100 
Not head of household 16.7 83.3 100 
 
The average age of the respondents is 40, with a minimum of 14 and a maximum of 85.  
 
3.2 Household composition 
 
More than 68% of surveyed households have 2 children or less in their households and 20 % of 
households do not have any children.  
 
More than 20% of affected households have one or no household member aged between 18 
and 65. Households composed of children and persons over 65 only, with no working-age 
persons, represent 6% of the total number. 14 % of households included just one adult aged 
between 18 and 65, with 8% headed by a woman, 6% by a man. These households are likely 
to be in a vulnerable situation, as they will rely on only one main income earner. 
 
In total, 15% of households currently do not include a working-age woman, while 17% do not 
include a working-age man. In the traditional household structure in Sri Lanka, working-age 
men have the role of providing the main household income and working-age women have 
responsibilities for childcare. As a result, 26% of all affected households are in a situation 
where one of those roles will have to be fulfilled in a non-traditional manner.   
 
Table 3.2 Household’s composition 

Children Working-age women and men 
No of persons Children 

<5 yrs 
Children  
5-17 yrs All Children All 18-65 yrs Women 18-65 yrs Men 18-65 yrs 

Children & 
persons over 

65 
0 59.5 36.0 20.3 6.2 15.3 17.4 15.9 
1 27.0 24.7 23.2 14.6 63.7 58.6 23.5 
2 10.8 20.1 25.0 49.8 15.3 15.2 24.7 
3 2.1 13.0 18.2 13.0 3.8 6.2 20.2 

4 and more 0.6 6.2 13.3 16 2.0 2.5 15.7 
All households 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

Avg per household 0.58 1.31 1.89 2.34 1.14 1.20 2.07 
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Graph 3.1 Estimated dependency ratio 
  (household’s working-age members (18-65) over non working-age members)  

Affected households: Dependency ratio and vulnerability

Ratio betw een 0.6 
and 1
33%

No w orking-age
6%

Ratio <=0.5
18%

No dependent
16%

Ratio >1
27%

 No w orking-age
Ratio <=0.5 1 w orking-age for 2 or more dependents 
Ratio betw een 0.6 and 1 1 w orking age for 1 to 2 non w orking age
Ratio >1 More than 1 w orking age per dependent
  No dependent

HIGH 
VULNERABILITY

LOW 
VULNERABILITY

Dependency ratio is estimated 
using the number of household 
members at w orking age (18-65) 
over those not at w orking age 
(under 18 and over 65). 

 
 
The surveyed households comprised in total more than 7,000 persons. The average size of 
affected households is 4.4 persons.  This figure matches the 4.3 to 4.4 average for districts for 
which information is available, despite of the loss of lives of some households’ members1. The 
ratio of women and men of working age (18-65) to non-working age members (including 
children and old-age persons) is 1.24, i.e. there is more than one person of working age per 
one non-working age member. There are large differences among households as can be seen 
from the diagram. In 24% of the households, each member of working age, provided she/he is 
able to work, will have to financially support at least two dependents. The actual dependency 
ratio is likely to be higher as some persons of working age might be disabled or be temporarily 
physically or psychologically affected so that they are not able to work.  
 
In total, 7% of households have additional people living in their household as the result of the 
tsunami. Those households have on average 5 additional people, and the maximum number of 
additional persons reported is 21. 
 
It can be concluded that significant numbers of affected households are vulnerable in terms of 
their current composition. Some 14% include just one adult of working age and will therefore 
have to rely on one income earner; in 24% each member of working age will have to support at 
least two dependents; 15% do not include a working age woman and 16% do not include a 
working age man; and 7% include a sizeable number of additional people. 
 
 

                                                      
1 Household Income and Expenditure Survey, 2002, Department of Census and Statistics. The North 
and East were not covered. 
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4 Affected households’ income vulnerability 
 
Households’ income and access to social security were investigated to establish to what extent 
affected households belonged to groups with high income vulnerability. 
 
4.1 Poverty profile  
 
Graph 4.1 Poverty profile of affected households 

 
Nearly 30% of households affected 
by the tsunami were poor before the 
disaster as indicated by an 
expenditure of less than Rs 5,000 
per month. The highest incidence of 
poor households is found in 
Hambantota and Batticaloa (36% 
and 41% of all households 
respectively. See Annex table). 
 
Affected households whose main 
income derived from fisheries, 
manufacturing and public sector 
employment were found to be 

typically poorer (see Annex table). In retail trade, households present a particularly broad range 
of poverty profile: Almost 1 out of 4 (23%) were poor households before the disaster 
(expenditure of less than Rs. 5,000 per month) while 30% were relatively well off (expenditure 
of more than Rs. 10,000).  
 
Graph 4.2  Poverty level by household’s size 

 

As percent of each household size (row) 
 
 
 

The household’s monthly expenditure provides a useful but incomplete proxy for an actual 
household’s poverty situation. By relating the monthly expenditure to the number of 
household’s members subsisting on this expenditure amount, an estimated expenditure per 
capita can be derived, which better captures the household’s actual poverty profile. As 

House 
-hold  
size  

Less than  
Rs 5,000 

Rs 5,000 to  
Rs 10,000 

More than 
Rs 10,000 

1 person 67% 31% 2% 
2 43% 42% 15% 
3 31% 52% 17% 
4 31% 47% 22% 
5 26% 47% 27% 
6 20% 56% 24% 
7 20% 49% 31% 
8 13% 50% 37% 
9 10% 62% 29% 

10 persons 
or more 12% 31% 58% 

Poverty profile of affected households
(% households by past monthly expenditure)

29.5%

48.0%

20.2%

2.3%
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indicated, however, the survey deliberately did not collect information on the pre-disaster 
household’s composition but focused on current situation, so as not to aggravate the 
respondents’ psychological distress. In the graph and related table above, past monthly 
expenditures are adjusted for household size based on the current household’s size.  
 
Keeping in mind the limitations of such an approximation2, the graph clearly indicates that 
smaller households (one- or two-members’ households) are more likely to declare an 
expenditure level of less than Rs 5,000 than larger size households. Nevertheless, the share of 
households with expenditure of less than Rs.5,000 remains high for most households’ size 
groups. This is valid even for larger households, since as many as 20% of households with 6 or 
7 members spent less than Rs 5,000 monthly on average. 
 
Quite a large share of the households was therefore vulnerable already before the tsunami.  
 
4.2 Recipients of social assistance  
 
In addition to their income, vulnerability is affected by coverage by social protection, including 
social assistance programmes. 
 
Table 4.1 Households recipients of social assistance before the tsunami 
 % households affected 
Any form of social assistance 52.6 
Of which:  Janasaviya / Samurdhi  40.9 
                Triposha 4.7 
                Poor Relief 7.8 
                Government pension 1.7 
                Other  2.4 

 
53% of affected households received social assistance before the disaster with the majority 
(41%) being Samurdhi recipients. Other types of social assistance (such as Triposha, Poor 
relief, Government pension) covered each less than 10% of households.  
 
A majority of households therefore does have a small income not from work, which reduces 
their vulnerability. For Samurdhi recipients this is Rs 100 to 1,000 per household per month, 
depending on the household’s size. 
 
4.3 Access to social security schemes 

 
Households covered by social security schemes, provided that they know how to receive 
benefits, are likely to benefit from their membership status. The large majority, 87%, was not 
covered by any social security scheme. Of the 13% who were covered, fewer than two-thirds 
know how to receive benefits. This proportion varies widely between different schemes: 
Knowledge is relatively good amongst PSPS and EPF members but poor amongst Self-
Employed PS members. 
 

                                                      
2 This approximation is based under the assumption that the disaster struck equally across household 
sizes.  
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Table 4.2  Membership in social security scheme and members who know how to access 
benefits 

  Percent of households
Members: Do NOT 

know how to receive 
benefits 

Membership in social scheme 13.4  
Of which: PSPS  3.9 27% 
                EPF  2.3 26% 
                APPF  0.4 29% 
                Farmers PS  0.9 40% 
                Fisherman PS  3.6 36% 
                Self employed PS  0.5 87% 
                Other organization  2.0 59% 
Percentages add up to more than 100, as households can be  
members of more than one Social Security Scheme.   
 
Given the extent of damage to houses, it is likely that members will not be able to provide the 
relevant documents. Special attention and support will therefore have to be provided by the 
social security schemes.  
 
Table 4.3 Membership in social security scheme by poverty level 

  Yes No Total 
Less than Rs5,000 10% 90% 100% 
Rs5,000- Rs10,000 14% 86% 100% 
More than Rs10,000 18% 82% 100% 

Total 13% 87% 100% 
 
Table 4.4 Membership in social security scheme by number of children and number of 
dependents (children under 18 and persons over 65) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Membership in social security scheme was found to be higher among relatively well-off 
households (as estimated by past monthly expenditure). Only ten per cent of the poorest 
households were members of a social security scheme. Membership is also relatively low 
among households with a large number of children and those with a large number of 
dependents. Nearly all the poorest and most vulnerable affected households will thus not be 
able to rely on any social security schemes.  
 
The above indicates that social security schemes will in practice have little effect on 
households’ vulnerability.  
 
Overall, it can be concluded that a significant share of the affected households was already 
vulnerable before the disaster. Households are poor, and typically not covered by a social 

Nb of  
children Member in SSS Not 

member 
0 15% 85% 
1 15% 85% 
2 13% 87% 
3 14% 86% 
4 12% 88% 

5 or more 7% 93% 

Nb of  
dependents 

Member in 
SSS 

Not 
member 

0 16% 84% 
1 13% 87% 
2 13% 87% 
3 15% 85% 
4 12% 88% 

5 or more 8% 92% 
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security scheme. For many this vulnerability is compounded by the household composition, as 
was seen in the previous Chapter. The vulnerability of about half of the households is 
mitigated, though, by social assistance, mostly from the Samurdhi scheme.  
 
Graph 4.3 Households’ social protection coverage 

Social protection coverage of affected households 
(% of affected households)

(of w hich:) Samurdhi 
recipient
40.9%

Member in social 
security  scheme

13.6%

Receiv ed social 
assistance

52.6%Poor 
(less than Rs. 5000 

ex pend.)
29.5%
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5 Extent of source of income losses of affected households and 
individuals  

 
This Chapter presents the findings on the impact the tsunami had on the households’ main 
source of income as well as the respondents’. Information on individuals allows for a 
breakdown by sex, which is particularly relevant in this case because the tsunami is sometimes 
said to have affected men more than women. The Chapter presents information on sources of 
income before the tsunami, loss of income, the likely size of the affected activities, and the 
poverty profile of the affected households. 
 
5.1 Households’ and individuals’ source of income before the tsunami 
 
Graph 5.1 Households’ main source of income before the tsunami 

Affecfed households'main source of income before 
the tsunami (%)

Fisheries 36%

Retail trade 11%
Serv ices (ex cl 
tourism) 11%

Manufacturing 
8%

Gov . w elfare, 
priv ate charity , 
remittances 8%

Others (incl 
public sector), 

17%
Hotel, restaurant 

1%

Agriculture 7%

 
 
Fisheries were the most important main source of income before the tsunami (36% of 
households). Other important sectors were services and retail trade, the public sector and 
manufacturing. Services and retail trade had been the main source of livelihood for 1 out of 4 
(23%) affected households. A similar proportion (25%) had earned their main income from 
manufacturing and other activities such as the public service. 
 
Many people employed in the hospitality industry were not captured by the survey, as they 
used to work on the coast but do not live there. The survey covered directly affected areas 
only. 
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Graph 5.2 Households’ past main source of income by geographical areas  
S e c to rs  o f a c tiv it ie s  o f a ffe c te d  h o u s e h o ld s  b y  a re a s  
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Significant differences emerge when comparing the South, East and North3. Fisheries were the 
main source of income for a much larger share of households in the North than elsewhere. In 
the South commerce and services were more important. This is likely to be partly related to 
tourism. Overall, this is in keeping with the more developed and diverse coastal economy in the 
South and to some extent the East, compared to the North. 
 
Graph 5.3 Respondents’ past source of income by sex  

Individual sector of activity before the disaster 
(as %  all respondents, %  m en, % wom en respectively)
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Fisheries Services Agriculture Retail trade Manufacturing Other (public
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Not working

Total M en W om en

 
 
As not all respondents had been the main income earners before the tsunami, their past sector 
of employment may differ from their household’s main source of income. However, overall 
responses on individual sources of income corroborate the information gathered on 
households. Respondents from affected households were working primarily in fisheries, 
services and retail trade. Although agriculture was a main source of income for only 7% of 
households before the disaster, it provided a complementary source of income for a substantial 
number of households, as indicated by the fact that 15% of respondents, men as well as 
women, were working in agriculture before the disaster. Fisheries also appear to have been a 
                                                      
3 In this report, the South comprises Colombo, Galle and Hambantota, the East Ampara, Batticoloa and 
Trincomalee, the North Mullaitivu and Jaffna. 
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significant secondary source of household income, with slightly more individuals active in this 
sector compared to the main source of income of households.  
 
Differences between women and men are not significant for most sectors. As many as 46% of 
affected men previously earned their income in fisheries. Although fisheries are perceived by 
key informants as a predominantly male activity, 34% of affected women also generated an 
income in this sector, probably through supporting activities. In contrast, manufacturing and the 
public sector provided employment to a larger proportion of affected women compared to men. 
 
5.2 Loss of households’ and individuals’ source of income, sectors and districts 

 
The desk estimates based on information from key informants and a statistical model indicate 
that some 275,000 jobs have been lost in the directly affected areas, while an additional 
125,000 jobs may have been lost indirectly.  
 
The survey findings indicate that more than 84% of all households in affected areas have lost 
their main source of income as a result of the tsunami, while 87% of individual respondents lost 
their work. Using assumptions similar to those used in the desk estimates, this translates into 
about 285,000 jobs lost in the directly affected areas, i.e. quite close to the desk estimates. An 
overall figure of between 275,000 to 285,000 jobs lost in directly affected areas is 
therefore likely to be a reliable estimate. 
 
The survey indicates that the largest number of jobs were lost in the fisheries sector, with 37% 
of main household incomes having been lost there. Households that lost their main source of 
income can also be found in retail trade, services, manufacturing and agriculture. “Others’ is 
made up largely of public employment, which may indicate a loss of main income earner and 
the disruption of public services and payments. Job losses in the hospitality sector (tourism) 
were not well captured by the survey, as many working in this sector do not live in the 
immediately affected areas but just beyond. 
 
Graph 5.4 Households’ losses of main source of income by sector of activity 

Households who have lost their main source of income 
(all households)

Fisheries
37%

Manufacturing
7%

Agriculture
6%

Remitt., charity, 
welfare

3%

Hotel restaurants
1%

Services (excl 
tourism)

8%
Retail trade

10%

Others (public 
sector)

12%

Have kept main 
income

16%
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Graph 5.5  Losses of main income for men and women by sector of activity 
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The findings on job losses of individual respondents confirmed these findings, with most jobs 
lost in fisheries, including for women, with 28% of lost jobs for women being in that sector. 
 

The desk estimates indicate that these losses 
translate into around 100,000 jobs lost in fisheries. Services, hotels and guesthouses, and retail 
and wholesale trade together account for another 130,000 jobs lost. This figure includes 
estimated job losses of over 25,000 in hotels and guesthouses, which were captured better by 
the desk estimates than by the survey. In addition it includes a large number of those providing 
retail and other services associated with the tourist industry. The best available figure on job 
losses in agriculture suggests that these may amount to around 29,000.  
 
 
Looking at the relative impact per sector, the survey found that nearly all (99%) households 
whose main income came from the fisheries sector have lost this source of income. This 
confirms that fisheries have been the worst affected sector, with nearly all those earning a living 
in this sector losing their source of income.  
 
Other sectors that were badly affected are retail trade, 
agriculture, and manufacturing. More than 80% of households 
that earned their main income in these sectors have lost it.  

Men who have lost individual income 
(% all male respondents)

No w ork 
before
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2%Manufacturi
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Graph 5.5 Share of households who lost their main source of income in each sector of activity 
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This is similar to the findings of job losses for individual respondents. These also indicate that 
the relative impact on livelihoods has been similar for working women and men.  
 
Table 5.1 Share of individuals who lost their income in each sector of activity by sex 
 Female Male Total 
Fisheries 98% 98% 98% 
Agriculture 93% 91% 92% 
Retail trade 89% 84% 86% 
Manufacturing 83% 87% 85% 
Services 79% 75% 77% 
Others (incl public empl.) 66% 71% 69% 
All sectors 85% 88% 87% 
Total  (Number of cases) 634 1,067 1,701 
People previously unemployed have been excluded from the analysis.  
The number of answers is superior to the number of respondents as some individuals  
were earning an income in more than one sector before the Tsunami. 
 
Graph 5.6 Households who lost their main source of income by geographical area and district 

Households who lost their main source of 
income by area (% affected households)

78.3% 84.6%
94.6%

Southern Area Eastern Area Northern Area
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Households who lost their main source of income by district
 (% affected households)

62.5%
75.8%

85.4% 85.2% 85.6% 83.8%
95.7% 94.1%

Colombo Galle Hambantota Trincomalee Ampara Batticaloa Mullaitiv u Jaffna

 
 
The survey found that a greater share of households lost their main source of income in the 
North than in the South, with the East in between.  This is in keeping with the predominance of 
fisheries in the affected communities in the North. 
 
In terms of overall number of jobs lost, the desk estimates indicate that the districts that were 
hardest hit are Galle, Hambantota, Batticaloa, Ampara and Matara which together account for 
nearly two-thirds of the total jobs lost. Although the survey found that in relative terms the North 
was worst affected in terms of main sources of income lost, the South and East have suffered 
greater losses in absolute terms, as overall more households were affected there. 
 
The findings from key informants demonstrate the diversity among districts with respect to the 
sectors that were affected. In Colombo district the key informants emphasized the impact on 
carpentry, noting that this activity is concentrated along the coastal road. In Hambantota, 
tourism and retail business were judged (after fisheries) to have suffered the greatest impact. In 
Ampara district, however, it was judged that a fairly broad range of sectors had suffered 
significantly, including tourism, agriculture, retail trade, and animal husbandry. In Trincomalee, 
the damage to fisheries-linked trades was highlighted. 
 
The desk estimates confirm this diversity, and demonstrate the important influence of tourism 
on local economies. Commerce, much of it probably tourism related, accounts for the largest 
share of jobs lost in districts in the South. In Kalutara and Colombo districts, where a narrow 
coastal strip was affected and many smaller buildings destroyed, hotels and guest houses and 
commerce account for most jobs lost. In the East and North, where tourism is little developed, 
most jobs were lost in fisheries.  
 
 

 
 
Galle fair: before there were 100 shops 
 in this street 
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Graph 5.7 Employment losses in numbers by district (desk estimates) 
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Main Source: JobsNet, based on information from 11 districts. Government has listed 14 districts as affected, but the numbers 
of job losses are very small in Kilinochchi, Mannar and Puttalam. 
 
5.3 Size of affected economic activities 
 
Apart from Hambantota, in all districts in which interviews were carried out4, key informants 
indicated that the affected economic activities were mostly individual small businesses. This 
includes fisheries, which the key informants regarded as a small business sector as well. In 
Colombo, Galle, Ampara and Batticaloa, it was judged that the share of small compared to 
large enterprises was around 80% as against 20%. Given the nature of Sri Lanka’s micro and 
small enterprise sector, the large majority of those affected can therefore expected to have 
been in the informal sector, with no unemployment or other insurance. This finding emphasises 
the vulnerability of many of the affected households. 
 
Table 5.2 Size of affected economic activities (Key Informants' interviews) 
Were economic activities mostly individual small businesses or large businesses? (% of answers) 

District Mostly small-scale Mostly large scale Total number of answers 

Galle 88% 12% 33 
Batticaloa 82% 18% 62 
Colombo 82% 18% 22 
Ampara 79% 21% 85 
Trincomalee 67% 33% 86 
Hambantota 41% A9% 32 
All districts 74% 26% 320 
 
The predominance of micro and small business is true for all sectors, with only a very a few 
exceptions, notably food-processing. Textile, coir and carpentry were mentioned by several as 
particularly affected. Other affected small-scale activities included small businesses in services 
and trade, handicraft and households activities (such as preparation of meals, home 
                                                      
4 The Northern area was not covered by the Key Informants’ interviews.  
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gardening).   Even in the hospitality industry, nearly all key informants believed that the disaster 
had affected mostly the small hotels, guesthouses and restaurants.  
 
5.4 Poverty profile of households who lost their main source of income 
 
The survey found that the poverty profile of households who have lost their main source of 
income closely reflects that of affected households. The tsunami therefore appears to have 
affected households’ sources of income regardless of their previous socio-economic situation. 
This is not to say of course that the poorer households do not suffer more from the loss of their 
main source of income. 
 
Table 5.3  Loss of main source of income by poverty level 
 

Monthly household's expenditure 
before (Rs.) 

Lost source of 
income 

Kept source of 
income Total 

Less than 5000 29% 29% 29% 
5000-10000 49% 45% 48% 

More than 10000 22% 26% 23% 
Total 100% 100% 100% 

 
 
In conclusion: Most livelihoods were lost in the fisheries sector, but many lost work in 
services, tourism, manufacturing and agriculture as well. Working women have been affected 
as much as men. Although relatively speaking the damage to livelihoods was greatest in the 
North and East, in terms of numbers of jobs lost the impact has been greatest in the South. The 
large majority of affected economic activities were micro and small businesses, including in 
fisheries. Most of those who lost their work were not formally employed, and are therefore 
unlikely to be covered by any type of work-related insurance. 
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6 Extent of damage to household assets 
 
Productive assets, such as boats, vehicles, business premises and equipment as well as 
shelter are important element in households’ livelihood strategies, and require finance when 
damaged or lost. The survey looked at the tsunami’s effect on both categories of household 
assets. 
 
6.1 Houses affected 
 
Almost half of the respondents’ houses 
were totally destroyed by the tsunami, and 
nearly all (94%) suffered some damage. In 
Mullaitivu, Ampara and Trincomalee 
districts the extent of damage to houses is 
particularly significant (respectively 75%, 
65 and 56% of households had their 
houses totally destroyed, see Annex table).  
 
 

Graph6.1 Extent of damage to houses 

Extent of damages to houses

Partially 
destroyed

46%

Totally 
destroyed

48%

Unaffected
6%

 

Table 6.1 Extent of damage to houses by current residence 
  Unaffected Partially destroyed Totally destroyed Total 
Displaced-Camp 0.9 16.5 82.6 100.0 
Displaced Friends/family 6.5 28.5 65.0 100.0 
Affected but remains at home 8.8 77.0 14.1 100.0 
All households 5.7 46.4 48.0 100.0 
 
Households who were not displaced also suffered important damage to their house (77% of 
their houses were partially damaged, 14% totally destroyed). Some are staying where their 
house used to stand although their house is not inhabitable. Regardless of the current situation, 
location or sector of employment, less than 10% of affected households reported that their 
house had not been damaged.  
 
6.2 Households’ productive assets affected 
 
80% of all privately owned productive assets were totally damaged (i.e. beyond repair) and 
14% partially damaged. All types of assets were affected. The degree of damage varies slightly 
across assets: 70% of crops and buildings have been lost, while close to 90% of fishing 
equipment has been lost. In total, out of the 4,000 assets owned by the surveyed households, 
3,200 assets have been totally damaged and an additional 548 partially damaged.  
 
The significant impact on the fisheries community in terms of loss of boats and fishing 
equipment is reflected in the key informants’ assessment. They indicated that up to 90,000 
boats may have been lost or damaged in the Southern and Eastern affected areas (the 
Northern Area was not covered). They also indicated that the damage to complementary, 
supporting infrastructure, such as ice and processing plants, has been just as significant. 
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Graph 6.2 Extent of households’ productive assets losses 
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The key informants also stressed the importance of damage to business premises and 
buildings, in particular for small businesses and handicrafts (especially textile and carpentry). 
They indicated that the losses include items such as machinery (of all types) for the textile and 
leather industries, rice mills and village food storage facilities. 
 
Graph 6.3 Households affected by loss of privately owned productive assets 
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The survey shows that the loss or damage to assets has affected an overwhelming majority of 
households: Nine households out of ten had some private productive assets before the 
tsunami. Of those, 87% had lost one productive asset or more, and an additional 9% had at 
least one productive asset partially damaged.  
 



 20

Graph 6.4 Households with lost or damaged productive assets by geographical area and district 
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Similar to the impact on sources of income, relatively more households in the North were 
affected in terms of their productive assets, with 97% of households having suffered from loss 
or damage. In the South this was just 70%.  
 
Table 6.2 Extent of damage to households’ productive assets by poverty level 

 

 
Households from all socio-economic groups owned productive assets before the disaster, and 
those privately owned productive assets have been damaged to a similar extent regardless of 
the household’s socio-economic situation before the disaster. This finding is comparable to that 
regarding source of income losses. 
 
Table 6.3 Damage to houses and productive assets (combined) 

House 

Productive assets  Unaffected 
Partially 

destroyed Totally destroyed 
Total 

  
 Unaffected 9.0 61.2 29.9 100 
 Partially damaged (at least one) 3.8 78.5 17.7 100 
 Totally damaged (at least one) 5.2 42.1 52.7 100 

All household owning prod. assets 5.2 46.2 48.6 100 

 
Half of the households who had one or more of their productive assets totally destroyed have 
also lost their houses. These households will therefore need to recover both shelter and their 
means of earning and income.  
 

  Less than Rs5,000 Rs5,000- Rs10,000 More than Rs10,000 
No productive assets 11% 9% 8% 

Unaffected 4% 4% 4% 
Partially damaged 6% 8% 11% 
Totally damaged 79% 78% 78% 

Total 100% 100% 100% 

Affected households w ith lost or damaged 
productive assets by area (%)

13.7%

6.2%

Lost 55.8%
Lost 83.6% Lost 88.6%

8.7%

Southern Area Eastern Area Northern Area

Totally damaged Partially damaged

70%

97%
90%
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The share of households who lost their assets and also had their house destroyed varies 
depending on the type of assets owned and depending on the area. Households whose 
buildings were destroyed are very likely to have also had their house completely destroyed 
(72%). For many this may have been the same building. Similarly in the fisheries community, 
more than 60% of households who lost their boats also had their house totally destroyed. The 
combined loss of productive assets and shelter is particularly prevalent in the Northern and 
Eastern Areas whereas affected households in districts from the Southern Area appear to have 
been relatively less affected by such a double loss (see Table in Annex).  
 
The large majority (82%) of households who have lost their main source of income have also 
lost one or more of their privately owned productive assets. Households who have lost their 
income and one or more productive assets can be expected to be unable to quickly replace 
their means of generating an income.   
 
Graph 6.5 Assets’ loss by households who kept/lost their main source of income  
  (house and productive assets) 

Houses and assets losses by households who kept or 
lost their income
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Households who have lost their main income are also likely to have lost their house, and nearly 
half have lost both house and productive assets. This finding is confirmed by the key 
informants’ interviews. In the large majority of districts, Key Informants reported that those who 
have lost their income from all sources also suffered from damaged or destroyed houses. 
Members of households whose houses have suffered damage, in addition to losing all their 
sources of income, are likely to experience the greatest degree of vulnerability. Shelter is likely 
to be their priority. 
 
It can be concluded that the productive assets of nearly all households were affected, 
reducing their capacity to regain a livelihood. This is compounded by the loss of shelter. To 
enable households to recover their livelihoods, there is therefore a strong need to replace 
productive assets, which will require finance, in loans or grants. The large majority of 
households will need such assistance, and about half will need this in addition to assistance to 
rebuild their house. Key informants indicated that the need to replace boats should not deflect 
attention from the need to repair supporting infrastructure such as ice and processing plants.  
They also emphasised the importance of reconstructing business premises and replacing 
machinery.   
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7 Current livelihood of affected households and individuals 
 
This Chapter looks into households’ and individuals’ livelihood strategies at the time of the 
survey, i.e. some three weeks after the tsunami struck. 
 
Household income from work at the time was mainly from services and public administration. 
Some households were earning their main income in a different sector of activity than before. 
These activities, mostly classified as other services and activities may have been one of their 
secondary sources of income before the tsunami and have become their main source of 
income now.  
 
Households primarily working in services and other activities (mostly public sector employees) 
have been least affected in terms of livelihood, and a majority (59% and 65 % respectively) still 
make their main income in these sectors.   
 
Table 7.1 Households’ current main source of income 

 Households main source of income 
(% respondents) 

Agriculture 3.9 
Fisheries 2.1 
Manufacturing 3.4 
Services (incl, hospitality) 11.6 
Retail trade 5.0 
Remittances 3.3 
Government Welfare 26.5 
Private charity 21.3 
Others (incl public sector) 22.9 
Total of respondents 100 (615) 
 
The most important source of income at the time of the survey, however, was aid. Almost 50% 
of affected households currently rely on Government welfare or private charity as main source 
of income. This reliance was strongest among households previously in the fisheries sector 
(more than 60%). This is in agreement with the high extent to which fisheries have been 
affected. About 40% of respondents did not answer the question related to their household’s 
current sources of income, although the response rate to the questions on previous and future 
sources of income was very high. It is therefore likely that they considered the household not to 
have a source of income5.  
  

                                                      
5 During this survey, this high rate of non-response was unusual. It occurred in spite of the presence of 
a category “not working/unemployed” and could be due to the way the question was asked in Sinhala 
and Tamil.   
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Graph 7.1 Current reliance on public and private aid by household’s past source of income 
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At the time of the survey (mid-January), a large majority of surveyed affected households had 
already received food, medicine and clothing as relief assistance (89%, 69% and 64% 
respectively). However, only 6% had received cash directly. 
 
Table 7.2 Relief assistance received at the time of the survey 
 % all households 
Food 89.1 
Medicine 68.9 
Clothing 64.1 
Bedding 40.2 
Cooking ustensils 23.6 
Shelter 21.0 
Cash 6.2 
 
The reliance on aid is in keeping with the finding that the majority of respondents are currently 
not working. Only 18% and 15% of affected women and men respondents respectively are 
currently generating an income through work. Half of the respondents declared that they were 
not working. Around one-third of people interviewed did not answer the question related to their 
current source of income, although they provided answers to those related to their past and 
expected sources of income. It is thus very likely that they considered that they could not 
answer because they did not have a current source of income. This is similar to the responses 
with regard to the main source of income at the time of the survey.  
 
Accordingly, it is estimated that more than 80% of affected women and men were not able to 
sustain their livelihood at the time of the survey.  
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Graph 7.2 Current employment status of men and women respondents 
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It can be concluded that financially the large majority of affected households and individuals 
found themselves in a very precarious situation after the tsunami. Most were in urgent need of 
assistance. 
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8 Livelihood strategies: expectations for the future  
 
Respondents were asked what they expected their households’ main source of income to be in 
the near future, as well as about their own plans for making a living. Such plans and 
expectations should have a major effect on plans to support the rebuilding of local economies 
and jobs. The study considered the expected sector of activity, whether respondents were 
planning to be wage-or self-employed, and whether they planned to find work in the same 
geographical area. 
 
8.1 Households’ and individuals’ expected sector of activity 
 
When asked what they expect their main future source of income to be, most households 
(65%) expected to recover their pre-tsunami main source of income. A relatively large share did 
not answer this question and is assumed not to have known (22%), while 13% expected not to 
recover their main source of income. This includes 32% who were in fisheries and do not 
expect to return there.  
 
When the percentage of households who were in fisheries before is compared to what 
households expect to do in the future (for those who knew), it can be seen that employment in 
the fisheries sector in particular is expected to reduce, and that smaller decreases in other 
sectors are expected as well. Dependence on charity and welfare is expected to increase. 
 
Graph 8.1 Households’ expectations to recover their past main source of income 
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Graph 8.2 Comparison of past and expected households’ main source of income 

 
Overall, these findings indicate a high degree of uncertainty and significant changes in 
households’ livelihood strategies. This is similar for individuals, as almost one-third of 
respondents expected not to earn an income in the same sector as before. This share is higher 
among individuals who were working in agriculture, services (including hospitality sector) and 
other activities. In manufacturing (including handicrafts), although this share is slightly lower, 
still one in four individual does not expect to go back to their previous sector of employment in 
the near future. More men expect to be employed in fisheries than women (as before the 
tsunami), while for other sectors the differences between women and men are very small. More 
women, however, did not know how they would earn an income.  
 
Graph 8.3 Expected source of income of men and women respondents 
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Graph 8.4 Individuals who do not expect to recover their main source of income by sector of 
activity 
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Excluding those not employed before.  
 
The fairly large changes that seem to be expected in the sources of income of households and 
respondents could be due to a variety of reasons. Households may already have another 
source of income, or they may expect that restoring the productive assets will take long or be 
impossible. Households may also want to change, for instance because they want to move 
away from the sea. The Government’s plans for a “buffer zone” between the shore and places 
of residence are also likely to be related to households’ (and individuals’) plans to change 
source of income.  
 
The interviews with key informants confirmed these findings, in particular with regard to 
fisheries. According to several key informants, a proportion, of up to 20%, of the people 
employed in this sector will wish not to return to it. Reasons put forward for this reluctance 
include those of a psychological nature following the disaster, the difficulty of raising capital to 
replace boats and equipment, and the proposed ban on the reconstruction of housing close to 
the sea. On the other hand, it is likely that most of these individuals will eventually resume 
working in the fishing industry, if only for the lack of realistic alternative employment in the area. 
Indeed, for some years past, this factor has kept a proportion of workers in the industry despite 
their preference to seek other employment.  
 
A relatively high percentage of respondents (16%) did not know how they would earn a living in 
the future, and 22% were uncertain about their household’s future main source of income. This 
indicates a relatively high degree of uncertainty, which is likely to be related to the shock 
people have experienced and the destruction of local economies. 
 
Some of the expectations with regard to change of sector of activity may be related to expected 
changes in the labour market. Key informants were asked to identify temporary work 
opportunities that might be available to affected workers. Nearly 85% suggested that these 
could be found in the (re-) construction sector and related activities, including plumbing, 
carpentry, masonry, brick making, etc. Other opportunities were for short-term ‘hired labour’, in 
for example the transport industry, guesthouses and catering. In addition some key informants 
made reference to jobs that may be created in NGOs and other agencies concerned with the 
reconstruction effort.  
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Key informants were also asked about the new longer lasting opportunities that may be 
available in the affected districts. Only a very limited number of such opportunities were put 
forward. Some argued strongly for the development of industries in the technology sector, 
particularly IT. This would necessitate a major effort towards the development in the affected 
areas of both physical infrastructure, including an improved road network (especially in the 
east) and human resources, which have until now suffered from the lack of higher education 
and technical training institutes. 
 
Comparatively more women than men believe that they will not recover their former source of 
income – 32% and 26% respectively. Gender differences are particularly high in services, 
manufacturing and fisheries. In addition, the degree of uncertainty with regard to a future 
source of income was higher among women than among men (19% compared to 14%). 
Possibly women feel less optimistic about accessing support to rebuild productive assets. 
Others may have to change because they have become the main potential income earner of 
the household.  
 
Table 8.1 Gender differences in expectations to recover income source by past sector of activity 
  (% men and women who do not expect to recover their income source)  

 Women Men Gender differential (% point women 
compared to men) 

Agriculture 36% 38% -2% 
Others (incl public empl.) 33% 32% 2% 
Services 38% 21% 18% 
Fisheries 31% 24% 7% 
Retail trade 26% 25% 1% 
Manufacturing 33% 18% 15% 
All sectors 32% 26% 7% 
Total  (Number of answers) 634 1,067  
Based on 1,701 answers. Excluding those not employed before. 
 
Graph 8.5 Uncertainty of men and women about their future source of income 
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As many as 8% of female respondents were not earning an income before the tsunami. While 
most of these declared that they did not expect to work (60%) or did not know what to do 
(18%), some are likely to have to earn an income to support their household. Some (23%) 
already expected to generate an income in the near future. These women are likely to lack 
work-related skills and experience and thus be particularly vulnerable in the labour market.   
 



 29

The key informants made the following observations as to the different prospects for future 
livelihoods faced by men and women.  
 
Concerning women: 
• Special concerns were raised regarding women who have been widowed by the disaster, 

and had depended on their husband for the family income; 
• This issue has particular force for women in the Muslim communities, who, even if willing to 

take employment to restore their family income, face social constraints in doing so; 
• The impact on self-employed women may be very serious, since they face the need to deal 

with family duties and responsibilities which may prevent them from easily restarting their 
business activities. 

 
Concerning men: 
• The psychological effect of the prospect of long term joblessness, for men who are newly 

unemployed, should not be under-estimated. 
 
8.2 Expected status in employment 
 
Respondents were asked whether they were planning to be self-employed, run a business or 
be in wage employment. The answer rate for this question is only 72% of male respondents 
and 59% of female respondents. This reflects the fact that many respondents either do not 
know what to do in the future (16%) or expect that they will not be working (4%). 
 
Table 8.2 Characteristics of individuals expecting to be self employed/run a business or wage 
employed 

  Self-employed 
or in business Wage employment   

Total 79.0 20.9 100 
Men 79.3 20.7 100 
Women 78.5 21.5 100 
Age group 
14-17 - - - 
18-25 70.2 29.8 100 
26-50 79.8 20.0 100 
51-65 84.2 15.8 100 
Over 65 68.2 31.8 100 
Past monthly expenditure (Rs.) 
Less than 5,000 71.9 28.1 100 
5,000-10,000 79.5 20.5 100 
Over 10,000 87.4 12.6 100 

Based on 1,084 answers.  Figures for age groups below 18 were not included as 
number of total answers was statistically not sufficient.   
 
Nearly 80% of respondents are planning to be self employed or run a business in the future. 
This share increases with the age of the respondents (up to 65) and with the household’s past 
monthly expenditure, indicating that the more experienced and the less poor are more 
confident that they can create their own employment.  
 
Fisheries were the most likely choice of those who expect to be self-employed, followed by 
retail. Most of the wage-employed are in the “others’ category, which includes public services.  
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Graph 8.6 Sectors in which individuals plan to be self-employed/in business or wage-employed 
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In order to assess the capacity for local businesses to rapidly re-employ their workers and other 
affected workers, individuals expecting to be wage-employed were asked whether those 
businesses that offer the kind of work they are planning to do were operational in their affected 
area. Half answered that they were not. One month after the survey was carried out, the 
situation is likely to have improved as some establishments have reopened.  
 
8.3 Plan to work in the same location or somewhere else 
 
More than 20% of respondents declared that they are planning to work somewhere else than in 
their original location. This high share of affected people planning to work in a different location 
could be related to the plans for a buffer zone which could prevent people from working at their 
original location. It may also be related, of course, to unemployed workers moving to areas 
where they expect to find jobs. This is confirmed by one-third of people planning to be wage 
employed expecting to find employment in a different location. More than 70% (71.6%) of those 
planning to be wage employed in a different location stated that businesses that offer the kind 
of work they expect to do are not operational in their area. There is therefore likely to be 
significant labour migration due to the tsunami.  
 
Table 8.3 Individuals’ plans to work in the same location or somewhere else by sex and status 
in employment 
  In the same area Somewhere else 

All respondents 77.5 22.5 

Men 78.5 21.5 

Women 75.9 24.1 

Planning to be self-employed/in business* 82.3 17.7 

Planning to be in wage employment* 67.0 33.0 
Total number of answers for this question is 1,625. *Based on a total of 1,081 provided answers.  
**Based on a total of 1,203 provided answers.  
 
The share of respondents who are planning to work in a different area is particularly high in 
Colombo district, Galle, Trincomalee and Batticaloa (see Annex table). This share is also 
slightly higher for women than for men.  
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Of respondents who did not yet know how they were going to make a living, a relatively high 
share (24%) planned to move, with men outnumbering women in this group. This is again 
possibly related to forced changes in residence due to the enforcement of a buffer zone, and 
people losing their previous source of income as a result.   
 
Graph 8.7 Individuals without a clear livelihood strategy by sex and plans to work somewhere 
else or in the same location 

 
 
In conclusion: Large shares of households and respondents do not expect to recover their 
source of income in the near future, and indicate they will change the sector in which they earn 
a living. This tendency is stronger among women than men, and women face a number of 
additional challenges, especially if they have become the household’s main income earner. 
Change can be expected across all sectors. A fifth of respondents expect to move to another 
area in order to make a living.  Such relatively widespread change indicates a strong need for 
assistance and a likelihood of persistent social and economic instability. Much of the assistance 
will need to be in terms of business support services, given that the large majority plans to 
make a living in self-employment or small business. 
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9 Needs assessments for rebuilding livelihood of affected individuals 
 
This chapter considers in some more detail the assistance individuals are likely to require to be 
able to rebuild a livelihood. It looks at whether they believe they have the necessary skills and 
funds, and the extent to which they have business experience. 
 
9.1 Skills need assessment 
 
Although 28% of respondents do not expect to work in the same sector as before the disaster, 
a large majority (86%) consider that they have the right skills to do the work they are planning 
to do. Respondent’s perceptions regarding their skills adequacy do not vary a lot across 
different age groups.  
 
Table 9.1 Individuals’ assessment of whether their skills are adequate for their expected work 

 Right skills to do the work 
planned 

Not the right skills to do 
the work planned Total 

Total 86.1 13.9 100 
Men 88.6 11.4 100 
Women 81.7 18.3 100 
14-17 (93.3) (6.7) 100 
18-25 88.7 11.3 100 
26-50 85.7 14.3 100 
51-65 86.9 13.1 100 
Over 65 (78.6) (21.4) 100 
Less than Rs. 5,000  79.4 20.6 100 
Rs. 5,000-10,000 87.9 12.1 100 
Over Rs. 10,000 91.1 8.9 100 

Plan to be self-employed or in 
business* 93.1 6.9 100 

Plan to be in wage employment* 79.7 20.3 100 
Based on 1,205 answers. Figures for age groups below 18 and over 65 should be interpreted with 
caution as they are based on 15 and 28 answers respectively. *Based on 1,066 answers.  
 
One fifth of the respondents from the poorest households consider they do not have the right 
skills to do the work they are planning to do. Similarly, respondents who expect to be wage- 
employed tend to assess their skills as inadequate (20%) more than those planning to be self-
employed or in business (8%). More women also consider that they do not have the right skills 
as compared to men (18% and 12% respectively).  
 
The analysis above points to the need (as perceived by the respondents themselves) for 
training (and possibly re-training), with the greater need being among members of poorest 
households, women and people planning to be in wage employment. 
 
These women and men expect to be working in a wide variety of sectors, and there may 
therefore be a need for training in many trades. Even among those planning to earn a living in 
fisheries some indicate a need for better skills. A further assessment of skills needs and 
deficiencies will have to be done to plan such training6. 
 

                                                      
6 The ILO and the Ministry of Labour and Foreign Employment, through JobsNet, are currently 
undertaking such an assessment. 
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Graph 9.1 Expected sector of activity of men and women who assess their skills as inadequate 
 

 
 
9.2 Needs assessment for individuals expecting to be self-employed or in business 
 
As highlighted previously, nearly 80% of respondents are planning to be self employed or run a 
business. 93% of these consider they have the right skills to do the work they are planning to 
do, and the need for skill straining is therefore relatively limited in this group. Similarly, about 
the same proportion (92%) have previous experience in being self-employed or doing business. 
Although they might benefit from business training, this is probably not an urgent need. For the 
8% without business experience, business start-up training and assistance in preparing a 
business plan are, however, likely to be important.  
 
Table 9.2 Households’ productive assets damage of those planning to be self-employed/in 
business 

 
% households of individuals planning to be self 

employed/in business 

No productive assets 4.1% 
Unaffected 3.4% 
Partially damaged (at least one asset) 7.4% 
Totally damaged (at least one asset) 85.2% 
All planning to be self-employed or in business 100.0% 

 
Depending on the type of assets, 70% to 90% of the privately owned productive assets of those 
who plan to be self-employed have been destroyed, and overall 85% have lost at least one of 
their household’s owned productive assets. Finance to replace such assets will therefore be 
required. However, 94% does not have the required funds and will therefore need assistance.  
The majority (64%) of those who said they do not have the funds expressed the need for a 
grant, while 30% said they expect to get a loan. 
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Graph 9.2 Expected financial needs for self-employed/employers’ business and how they plan to 
obtain those funds  
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Most (74.1%) of those planning to be self-employed said they expected not to need skilled or 
unskilled workers for their business. This may indicate they plan to work on their own, or have 
such workers already. The share of those who said they would need skilled workers is relatively 
high, though, at 22.4%. Re-starting small businesses is therefore likely to generate significant 
wage-employment, especially for more skilled workers. 
 
Table 9.3 Needs assessment for skilled or unskilled workers in self-employed/employers’  
  businesses (% self employed or in business) 

 Need for workers for business Nb of respondents 
Get unskilled workers 6.2% 47 
Get skilled workers 22.4% 169 
None of the above 71.4% 539 
Number of respondents (self-
employed or in business) 100.0% 755 

Based on 755 answers 
 
 
9.3 Need for infrastructure  
 
The key informants in all districts assessed the main priority for infrastructure repair for 
economic recovery to be the road network (26% of answers). This was followed in most 
districts by the full restoration of the electricity supply (12%). Repairs are also required to 
communication and water supply systems. 
 
Many of the key informants remarked on the importance of fully and effectively restoring the 
various infrastructure systems, and not simply repairing them to the poor state prevailing 
immediately before the tsunami struck.  
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Table 9.4 Most important infrastructure and public property lost and damaged (Key Informants’ 
interviews) 

Infrastructure and public property, materials and equipments % of answers 

Roads 25.8% 
Electricity 11.5% 
Water Supply 9.1% 
Fisheries (market place, cooperatives, rest rooms, huts, stalls, ice plant) 8.1% 
Buildings (factories, schools, storage, shops) 7.2% 
Harbour / Jetty 6.7% 
Telecommunication 6.2% 
Bridges 5.7% 
Transport (vehicles, public, railways) 4.8% 
Others 3.8% 
Health (incl. Hospitals) 2.9% 
Market place 2.4% 
Machineries  1.9% 
Public adm. offices and service 1.9% 
Environment (Lagoon-Land) 1.9% 
All infrastructure 100% 
Total number of answers: 209  
 
In conclusion, the diagram below collates some of the above information on livelihoods 
strategies. The survey findings indicate that the main needs are going to be for finance (grants 
and/or loans), livelihood counselling for those without clear plans for the future, and skills 
training. Business services to support the large group planning to be self-employed or in 
business will be of key importance, especially for the small percentage that will go into 
business for the first time and to rebuild trade networks to restore access to markets. Without 
the reconstruction of economic infrastructure such as harbours, roads and markets, local 
economies are unlikely to be able to revive, whatever the assistance provided to households 
and individuals. 
 
Graph 9.3 Livelihood strategy for the future 
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10 Conclusions and recommendations 
 

Increased vulnerability 
 
A large share of the affected households was vulnerable already before the tsunami, in terms 
of income and lack of effective coverage by social security schemes. Most of those who lost 
their work were not formally employed, and therefore not covered by any type of insurance. 
Vulnerability has increased due to loss of income and income earners. Some 14% of 
households now include just one adult of working age and will therefore have to rely on one 
income earner. In 24% each member of working age will have to support at least two 
dependents. 15% do not include a working age woman and 16% do not include a working age 
man, indicating a situation in which traditional gender-specific roles will have to be fulfilled in 
non-traditional ways. About half of the affected households depended on aid at the time of the 
survey, and the large majority of individuals were not working. 
 

Loss of income 
 
87% of households in the affected areas have lost their main source of income. Most 
livelihoods were lost in the fisheries sector, but many lost work in services, tourism, 
manufacturing and agriculture as well. Total job losses may amount to 275,000 to 285,000 in 
the directly affected areas. Working women have been affected as much as men. Although 
relatively speaking the damage to livelihoods was greatest in the North and East, in terms of 
numbers of jobs lost the impact has been greatest in the South. The large majority of affected 
economic activities were micro and small businesses, including in fisheries.  
 

Loss of assets 
 
The productive assets of nearly all households were affected, reducing their capacity to regain 
a livelihood. This is compounded by the loss of shelter. 
 

Future plans 
 
Large numbers of households and respondents do not expect to recover their source of income 
in the near future, and indicate they will change the sector in which they earn a living. This 
tendency is stronger among women than men, and women face a number of additional 
challenges, especially if they have become the household’s main income earner. Change can 
be expected across all sectors. The large majority plans to be self-employed or in small 
business.16% of respondents did not yet have plans for earning and income. A fifth expect to 
move to another area in order to make a living.  There is therefore likely to be a protracted 
period of social and economic instability. 
 

Needs for support 
 
The great loss in livelihoods and productive assets (which will take time to replace), as well as 
the vulnerability of the households in terms of their composition and lack of social security 
coverage indicate a need for continued income support to the affected households, 
possibly for a period of many months. 
 
The considerable changes in the livelihoods strategies of the affected households and 
individuals, in particular with regard to change of sector and geographical area, indicate the 
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need for a wide range of support services. Given the widespread poverty in the affected 
districts before the tsunami, such services would best be provided in the framework of 
coordinated interventions for local economic development, that aim not just to reconstruct what 
was there before, but to improve upon it.  
 
Livelihood counselling is one of the required services, for those, especially women, who have 
not decided how they will make a living. This may have to go hand-in-hand with psychological 
counselling – the trauma suffered by many is likely to contribute to uncertainty about and 
possibly lack of interest in livelihood choices.  
 
The widespread destruction of households’ productive assets, compounded by the loss of 
shelter, indicates the need for finance, especially for those who plan to be self-employed or in 
business. Although the majority would, unsurprisingly, prefer grants to loans, loans would meet 
this need as well, although the most vulnerable (including the poorest) may require small grants 
if they cannot access credit.  
 
Non-financial business development services that are likely to be required include 
assistance in developing business plans (especially when credit is required), business 
counselling, advice on technology, and linkages to suppliers and markets. The relatively small 
group that will start a business for the first time would benefit from basic business skills training 
and support to develop a business plan. 
 
Supporting those affected to form group enterprises may be one way in which feelings of 
uncertainty and trauma, as well as other obstacles such as the lack of adequate funds and 
access to markets, can be overcome. 
 
Women who become their households’ main income earner will need special attention. They 
may require more counselling and training. Supporting them to form group enterprises with 
other women may help them overcome some of the social and economic barriers. Support 
should ignore preconceived ideas with regard to the sectors women are involved in to the 
extent possible, and be based on the aspirations of the women concerned. 
 
Single women as well as men how head households are likely to require support in child care, 
especially in the short term, when communities have not yet recovered from the disruption 
caused by the tsunami. 
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Annex 1 Questionnaire 
 

Date___________________ Interviewer  _____________________  
District _________________ Division   _______________________ 
Village______________________ 
 
 
Household Type: 

 
 
 
1. Information about the Respondent 
 
1.1. Are you the head of the household? 

Yes 1 
No 2 

if no: 
1.2. What is your relationship to the head of the household? 

Spouse 1 
Child 2 
Other (Specify) 3 

 
1.3. Sex of respondent  

Male 1 
Female 2 

  
1.4. How old are you?   Age: ____________ 
 
2. Household composition  
 
2.1. What is the current composition of your household? 

Household composition Number of people 
Boys < 5 years  
Girls < 5 years  
Boys 5-17 years  
Girls 5-17 years  
Men 18 – 65  
Women 18 – 65  
Men Over 65  
Women Over 65  

  
Host families only:  
2.2. How many additional people are living in your household as a result of the Tsunami? 
Nb of people: _________________ 

Host Family
Displaced - Camp
Displaced - Friends/family
Affected but remained at home
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3. Household Assets 
 
3.1. Has your house been affected by the Tsunami? If yes, what is the level of 

destruction? 
 Unaffected 1 
Partially destroyed 2 
Totally destroyed 3 

 
3.2. Could you please tell us whether any property owned by your household that you 

used to generate an income has been affected, and if yes, the level of damage caused to 
them? 

  Unaffected Partially 
damaged 

Totally 
damaged 

Buildings (other than own home)    
Crops    
Livestock    
Farming Equipment    
Boats    
Other Fishing Equipment    
Vehicles  (Bicycles/Motor Bicycles/cars)    
Stocks (supplies, products)    
Others Specify     

  
4. Household Income and Future Plans 
 
4.1. What were your household three main sources of income before the Tsunami? What 

are they now? What do you expect they will be in the next month? Please rank them 
[Code below – Do NOT read out 1. for most important – 2 for second – 3 for third most important] 
 

 Sector Main source of 
income before  

Current main 
source of income  

Expected main 
source of income in 

the next month  
Agriculture    
Fisheries    
Manufacturing    
Hospitality (tourism, restaurant)    
Other services      
Retail trade (shops/petty trade)    
Remittances (foreign)    
Government Welfare    
Private Charity (NGO, UN, 
religious)    

Others. Please specify    
 
4.2. How many people are currently earning an income in your household?   
 No of people ___________ 

 
4.3. How many people are currently without a job but able and willing to work?  
 No of people ___________ 
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4.4. Are you a member of a Social security scheme? 

Yes 1 
No 2 

 
4.5. If yes, which ones? Do you know how to receive benefits from them? 
[Code below – Do NOT read out] 

    Member Know how to receive benefits 
PSPS 1 1 
EPF 2 2 
APPF 3 3 
Farmers PS 4 4 
Fishermen PS 5 5 
Self Employed PS 6 6 
Other 7 7 

 
4.6. Was your household receiving any forms of social assistance before the disaster 

Yes 1 
No 2 

 
4.7. If yes, which:  
Janasaviya / Samurdhi  1 
Triposha 2 
Poor Relief 3 
Government pension 4 
Other  5 
 
5. Respondent’s labour market situation and plans for the future 
 
The following questions are about the respondent situation and plans, no the whole 
household 
 
5.1. Do you plan to work in this area (location) or somewhere else? 
[Code below – Do NOT read out] 

In this area 1  
Somewhere else 2  
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5.2. What were you doing to earn an income before the disaster? What are you doing now 
to earn an income? What are you planning to do to earn an income in the future? 

[Code below – Do NOT read out] 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
[If no future plans or does not plan to work, go to part 7] 
 
5.3. Do you have the right skills to do the work you are planning to do? 

Yes 1 
No 2 

 
5.4. Are you planning to be self employed, run a business or be in wage employment? 
[Code below – Do NOT read out] 

 
 
 
[If wage employment] 
5.5. Are the businesses that offer this kind of work in this area operational? 

Yes 1 Go to part 7 
No 2 Go to part 7 

 
6. Resources needed for self-employed/in business 
[If self employed / running a business] 
6.1. Do you have experience in being self-employed or doing business? 

Yes 1 
No 2 

 
6.2. Do you have the funds to do this? 

Yes 1 
No 2 

If no:  
6.3. How do you plan to get those funds? 
[Code below – Do NOT read out] 

Get grant 1 
Get assistance from family and friends 2 

Get a loan 3 
 

Sector Before Now Plans for 
future 

Agriculture 1 1 1 
Fishing 2 2 2 
Manufacturing 3 3 3 
Hospitality (tourism, restaurant) 5 5 5 
Other services 6 6 6 
Retail trade (shops/petty trade) 7 7 7 
Others 8 8 8 
Unemployed/Not working 9 9 9 
Does not know   10 

Self employed/in business 1 Go to 6 
Wage employment 2 Go to 5.5 



 42

6.4. Will you need skilled or unskilled workers for your business? 
[Code below – Do NOT read out] 

Get unskilled workers 1 
Get skilled workers 2 
None of the above 3 

 
7. Household Expenditure 
 
7.1. What was your households’ monthly expenditure before the disaster?  

Rs.  
Less than 5,000  
5,000 to 10,000  
10,000 – 25,000  
25,000 +  

 
7.2. What percentage of your expenditure did you spent on food before the disaster? 

Less than 50%  
50 to 75%  
More than 75%  

 
7.3. What has been your household s total expenditure in the last 7 days? 
 Rs : ___________ 
 
7.4. What percentage of your expenditure did you spent on food in the last 7 days? 

Less than 50%  
50 to 75%  
More than 75%  

 
8. Household Food Consumption/Food Source 
 
8.1. What is the household’s main source of food? [Tick multiple categories] 

         
 Before Current Predict 1 month ahead 
Own Production    
Market Purchases    
Food from friends/family etc    
Food on credit    
Aid    
Hunting Gathering    

  
8.2. How many full meals are eaten in your household per day? _____ ______ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 43

8.3. How many days a week does your household consume the following? 
   Before Current 
Rice   
Bread/chapatti/roti   
Pulses   
Vegetables   
Fish   
Meat   
Fruits   
Eggs   
Maize   
Potato/Yam   
Sugar/Jaggary   
Curd   
Milk   
Other   

 
 

9. Relief 
 

9.1. Has your household received any of the following relief assistance since the tsunami? 
 

 

Shelter
Food
Medicine
Clothing
Bedding
Cooking utensils
Cash  

 
Other (specify)  _____________________ 
 
 
9.2. What are your households 3 most urgent needs? 

enter 1 for most urgent, 2 for second most urgent and 3 for third most urgent need  
 
Shelter
Food
Medicine
Clothes
Work
Cash/Credit Other (specify)  _____________________ 
9.3. With the current assistance that you are receiving, what is your best guess for your 

situation to return to its previous level? 
Less than 1 month
1 - 3 months
3 - 6 months
6 or more months
Don't know  
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9.4. How long do you expect to stay at this location?  
applicable only to those who have relocated to camps or to friends/relatives 
 
Less than 1 month
1 - 3 months
3 or more months
Don't know  

 
9.5. Where do you plan to go? 
applicable to only those who respond to 8.4 above 
 

Return Home
Camp
Host
New Location
Don't know  
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Annex 2 Sample design (population surveyed)  
 
The survey covered the eight most affected districts. In each of these, the total number of 
surveyed households reflects the relative size of the district’s affected population in the total 
affected population (representative sampling of districts affected). In each district, households 
were then selected from three locations in affected areas – remained at home, displaced in 
host families, and displaced in camps. The number of households to be surveyed from these 
three locations was proportionate to the total affected population in these residences, based on 
the situation report of 08/01/05 by the Centre for National Operations.  
 
Households hosting the 190 displaced in host families were also surveyed. Noteworthy, those 
host families have been included as to cover households affected indirectly and their needs for 
assistance, and not as representing the non-affected population in the affected areas.  
 
Once the number of households per district and residence had been established, no further 
proportional sampling was applied, in order to ensure that the survey would not focus only on 
most affected areas and would capture characteristics of the affected population in terms of 
socio-economic groups, sectors, and households’ characteristics. Interval sampling was used 
when selecting the surveyed divisions and camps, while communities and surveyed 
households were randomly selected.  
 
The tables below present the sample design (planned distribution of surveyed households per 
district and current residence) and the actual final distribution of surveyed households.  
 
Annex 2 Table 1  Sample design: Planned respondent by district and by current residence (%) 
Areas Affected 

districts 
In % of 
total 
affected 
persons 

TOTAL 
Surveyed 
households 
per district 

Displaced 
In camps 

Displaced 
with 
relatives 

Affected but 
not 
displaced 

Host 
families 

Colombo 1.9 32 18 0 14 0 Southern 
Area Galle 10.0 168 41 0 126 0 
 Hambantota 7.4 149 4 25 94 25 

Trincomalee 13.8 320 88 88 56 88 
Ampara 16.7 281 157 0 124 0 

Eastern 
Area 

Batticaloa 27.6 511 90 46 329 46 
Mullaitivu 2.3 54 18 14 8 14 Northern 

Area Jaffna 5.9 116 20 17 62 17 
TOTAL  85.6 1631 436 190 813 190 

Gampaha, Kalutara, and Matara, have not been included.  
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Annex 2 Table 2  Actual number of respondents by district and by current residence  
   (Displaced camp, displaced friend/family, affected but at home, host family) 

Household Type 

 Total 
Host Family Displaced-

Camp 
Displaced 

Friends/family 
Affected but 

remains at home 

Total 
excluding 

host families

Colombo 33 0 22 0 11 33 
Galle 168 0 42 6 120 168 

Southern 
Area 

Hambantota 156 22 10 33 91 134 
Trincomalee 424 103 117 139 65 321 
Ampara 280 5 154 36 85 275 Eastern 

Area 
Batticaloa 600 53 157 70 320 547 
Mullaitivu 64 17 15 28 4 47 Northern 

Area Jaffna 125 23 37 25 40 102 
All districts   1,850 223 554 337 736 1,627 

 
The analysis included in this report excludes the 223 surveyed host families, so as to focus on 
those households directly affected by the Tsunami and their characteristics and to maintain the 
representative sampling that has been initially designed without including host families 
(affected or not). It is believed that host families, even those who have been affected, will have 
been so to a lesser extend than the “average” affected households, and that including those 
host families might bias the sample towards less affected households.  The total number of 
households considered for the analysis is therefore 1,627.  
 
Annex 2 Table 3  Actual sample excluding host families by district 

  Colombo Galle Hambantota Trincomalee Ampara Batticaloa Mullaitivu Jaffna Total 

Number of 
interviews 33 168 134 321 275 547 47 102 1,627

Percent 2.0 10.3 8.2 19.7 16.9 33.6 2.9 6.3 100.0
 
Annex 2 Table 4  Actual sample excluding host families by current residence 
  Displaced-Camp Displaced Friends/family Affected but at home Total 
No. of answers 554 337 736 1,627 
Percent 34.1 20.7 45.2 100.0 
 
Commonly in household surveys, the respondent is the household’s main income-earner or the 
head of the household. However, such a short time after the tsunami, many households have 
lost their productive assets and sometimes past main income earners. They are often in a 
temporary situation in which the current main income earner might not be the future and more 
permanent main income earner. It was thus decided not to interview only the main income 
earner. Similarly, the head of household in Sri Lanka often refers to the oldest working-age 
man, regardless of his income. Selecting only the head of the household could have biased the 
sample towards “working-age men” as respondents, as can be seen from the table below. 
When asked whether they were head of the household, 27% of respondents answered they 
were not, of which a majority (66%) said they were the head of household’s spouse, and 29% 
were one of the head of household’s children. Almost all respondents who were not head of 
households (83%) were women, and as high as 98% of spouses were women.  As a result, 
respondents were asked whether they were head of household but interviews were carried on 
in any case. 
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Annex 3 Additional statistical tables 
 

Age of respondents by age group 
  No. of answers Percent 

14-17 18 1.1 
18-25 186 11.5 
26-50 1064 66.0 
51-65 298 18.5 
Over 65 46 2.9 
Total 1612 100.0 
 
Status as head of household according to male and female respondents 
  Men Women Total 
Head of Household 92.5 42.4 72.7 
Not head of household 7.5 57.6 27.3 
  100 100 100 

 
If not head of households, relationship to the head of the household 
  Spouse Child Other Total 
Men 6 61 7 74 
% of column 2.1% 48.8% 30.4% 17.0% 
Women 282 64 16 362 
% of column 97.9% 51.2% 69.6% 83.0% 
Total 288 125 23 436 
% of column 100% 100% 100% 100% 

 
Household composition 

 
Household size: distribution 
Number of persons Percent of households Cumulative Percent 

1 member 3.3 3.3 
2 members 11.1 14.4 
3 members 18.4 32.8 
4 members 23.4 56.2 
5 members 20.1 76.3 
6 members 12.4 88.7 
7 members 5.9 94.6 

8 members or more 5.4 100.0 
All households 100.0  
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Household composition: averages and working-age over non-working age members’ ratio 
 Mean 

(average) Median Minimum Maximum Sum 

Men 18-65 yrs 1.20 1 0 11 1939 
Women 18-65 yrs 1.14 1 0 6 1845 
Children<5 years 0.58 0 0 12 942 
Children 5-17 1.31 1 0 9 2120 
All Children 1.89 2 0 12 3062 
Men over 65 yrs 0.11 0 0 4 173 
Women over 65 yrs 0.07 0 0 3 114 
Non-working age: Children and members over 
65 2.07 2 0 12 3349 

Working age household members 2.34 2 0 12 3784 
Working age/non working age ratio 1.24 1 0 9  
Total household size 4.41 4 1 19 7133 
 
 

 Percent 
Cumulative 

Percent 
No working-age member 6.1 6.1 
Less than 1 working age for 2 non working age (ratio < 0.5) 9.2 15.3 
1 working age for 2 non working age (ratio 0.5 8.5 23.8 
1 working age for 1 to 2 non working age (ratio 0.6 to 0.9) 13.2 37.0 
1 working age for 1 non working age 19.9 56.9 
Between 1 and 2 working age person per non working age 4.7 61.6 
2 working age member per non working age number 12.7 74.3 
More than 2 working age per non working age 9.3 83.7 
No non working age members 16.3 100.0 
All households 100  
 
Socio economic characteristics of households 
 
    Less than  

Rs. 5,000 
Rs 5,000- 
Rs. 10,000 

Less than  
Rs. 10,000 

Rs. 10,000- 
Rs. 25,000 

Over  
Rs. 25,000 Total  

Southern Area Colombo 33.3 48.5 81.8 15.2 3.0 100 
 Galle 13.8 30.5 44.3 47.3 8.4 100 
 Hambantota 36.6 44.0 80.6 16.4 3.0 100 
Eastern Area Trincomalee 24.5 61.1 85.6 12.5 1.9 100 
 Ampara 29.2 50.7 79.9 18.2 1.8 100 
 Batticaloa 41.1 46.5 87.6 11.8 0.6 100 
Northern Area Mullaitivu 8.5 31.9 40.4 57.4 2.1 100 
 Jaffna 9.8 48.0 57.8 39.2 2.9 100 
 All districts 29.5 48.0 77.5 20.2 2.3 100 
Total number of answers: 1,618. Figures for Colombo and Mullaitivu should be interpreted with care, as the total 
number of respondents is low (33 and 47 respondents respectively).   
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Average household’s monthly expenditure by main source of income (before tsunami) 
 Less than 

Rs. 5,000 
Rs 5,000-

10,000 Less than 10,000 Rs. 10,000-
25,000 

Over 
Rs. 25,000 Total 

Agriculture 29.2 48.7 77.9 19.5 2.7 100 
Fisheries 33.2 46.3 79.5 18.7 1.7 100 
Manufacturing 32.5 48.4 80.9 18.3 .8 100 
Hospitality (9.5) (61.9) (71.4) (19.0) (9.5) 100 
Other services 20.6 54.9 75.5 20.6 4.0 100 
Retail trade 23.2 42.5 65.7 30.9 3.3 100 
Remittances (foreign) (32.4) (48.6) (81) (16.2) (2.7) 100 
Government Welfare 21.4 52.9 74.3 24.3 1.4 100 
Private Charity  (30.8) (46.2) (77) (15.4) (7.7) 100 
Others  32.3 49.6 81.9 16.2 1.9 100 

Total 29.5 48.0 77.5 20.2 2.3 100 
Total number of answers: 1,574. Figures for private charity, hospitality sectors and remittances should be 
interpreted with care as the total number of respondents is low (13, 21 and 37 respondents respectively).   
 
Households who received social assistance before by past monthly expenditure  
 Rs.  Yes No   
Less than 5000 54.9 45.1 100 
5000-10000 56.8 43.2 100 
Over 10000 40.7 59.3 100 
All households 52.6 47.4 100 
 
Membership in SSS by main source of income  
  Yes No 
Agriculture 6.1 93.9 
Fisheries 11.0 89.0 
Manufacturing 12.5 87.5 
Hospitality (hotel restaurants) 9.5 90.5 
Other services 18.6 81.4 
Retail trade 9.4 90.6 
Remittances 16.2 83.8 
Government Welfare 47.1 52.9 
Private charity 7.7 92.3 
Others (incl Government work) 12.0 88.0 
Total 13.4 86.6 
Based on 1,581 answers. 
 
Losses of houses and privately owned productive assets 
Households whose house has been affected by the Tsunami by district 

    Unaffected Partially destroyed Totally destroyed Total 

Southern Area Colombo   45.5 54.5 100 
  Galle 2.4 78.0 19.6 100 
  Hambantota 31.3 38.1 30.6 100 
 Eastern Area Trincomalee 7.8 35.8 56.4 100 
  Ampara 1.5 34.2 64.4 100 
  Batticaloa 1.5 54.0 44.5 100 
 Northern Area Mullaitivu 8.5 17.0 74.5 100 
  Jaffna 4.9 44.1 51.0 100 
All districts  5.7 46.4 48.0 100 
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  Unaffected Damaged 

(partially or 
totally) 

Partially 
damaged 

Totally 
damaged 

Buildings (other than own home) 6.9 93.1 22.7 70.4 
Crops 10.7 89.3 18.8 70.4 
Livestock 6.3 93.7 12.3 81.3 
Farming Equipment 10.8 89.2 12.2 77.0 
Boats 5.7 94.3 9.8 84.5 
Other Fishing Equipment 3.7 96.3 6.8 89.4 
Vehicles  (Bicycles/Motor Bicycles/cars) 6.0 94.0 18.9 75.1 
Stocks (supplies, products) 3.7 96.3 13.1 83.2 
Others 7.1 92.9 9.0 83.9 
All assets 6.3 93.7 13.7 80.0 
 

 % of all households % of all households who had 
productive assets 

Did not own productive assets 9.6 - 
No productive asset affected 4.1 4.6 
At least one asset partially damaged 8.0 8.8 
At least one asset totally damaged 78.3 86.6 
Total 100 100 

 
% within Boats  

House 
 Boats 
  Unaffected 

Partially 
destroyed Totally destroyed 

Total 
  

 Unaffected 7.1 60.7 32.1 100 
  Partially damaged 6.3 62.5 31.3 100 
  Totally damaged 3.4 34.1 62.5 100 
All households owning boats 3.9% 38.4 57.7 100 

 
Level of damage of buildings and houses (combined) 
% within Buildings  

  House: Level of damage Total 

  Unaffected 
Partially 

destroyed 
Totally 

destroyed   
Unaffected 25.7 51.4 22.9 100 
Partially damaged 4.3 81.7 13.9 100 

Buildings 
  
  

Totally damaged 2.5 25.6 71.9 100 
Total 4.5% 40.1 55.3 100 

 
Assets loss by household's expenditure before (% column) 

Household's expenditure before  Level of productive assets 
damage  Less than 5000 5000-10000 10000-25000 

Total 

No productive assets 11.0 9.3 8.2 9.6 
 Unaffected 4.0 4.5 3.6 4.1 
 Partially damaged 6.3 7.8 10.7 8.0 
 Totally damaged 78.8 78.4 77.5 78.3 
Total 100 100 100 100 
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Damages to productive assets (overall) by damages on houses, by affected areas 

House: Level of damage 

Areas 
Level of productive 
assets damage Unaffected 

Partially 
destroyed 

Totally 
destroyed 

Nb of 
answers 

Southern Area No productive assets 9.5% 57.1% 33.3% 84 
  Unaffected 11.1% 72.2% 16.7% 18 
  Partially damaged 4.3% 71.7% 23.9% 46 
  Totally damaged 18.2% 55.1% 26.7% 187 
  Total 13.7% 58.8% 27.5% 335 
Eastern Area No productive assets 10.0% 35.7% 54.3% 70 
  Unaffected 8.5% 55.3% 36.2% 47 
  Partially damaged 4.2% 83.1% 12.7% 71 
  Totally damaged 2.4% 41.3% 56.3% 954 
  Total 3.2% 44.1% 52.6% 1142 
Northern Area No productive assets  -   2 
  Unaffected  -   2 
  Partially damaged  76.9% 23.1% 13 
  Totally damaged 6.8% 29.5% 63.6% 132 
  Total 6.0% 35.6% 58.4% 149 

 
Sectors affected 
 
Main source of income % of affected households 
Fisheries 36.2 
Others (incl public sector ) 16.9 
Retail trade (shops/petty trade) 11.4 
Other services 11.2 
Manufacturing 8.1 
Agriculture 7.2 
Government Welfare 4.4 
Remittances (foreign) 2.3 
Hospitality (tourism, restaurant) 1.3 
Private Charity (NGO, UN, religious) .8 
All households 100 
Based on 1,581 answers.  
 
Sectors affected by district 

  Colombo Galle Hambantota Trincomalee Ampara Batticaloa Mullaitivu Jaffna All 
Agriculture  - 2.4 4.6 11.6 14.1 4.9 2.1 3.9 7.2 
Fisheries 21.9 22.4 43.8 30.2 30.0 36.2 61.7 76.5 36.2 
Manufacturing  - 6.7 4.6 6.4 10.6 9.8 2.1 9.8 8.1 
Hospitality  - 4.2 3.8 1.6 0.8 0.4  -  - 1.3 
Other services 21.9 24.2 5.4 11.6 6.8 12.4 4.3 1.0 11.2 
Retail trade 18.8 20.0 14.6 10.3 9.5 10.2 17.0 3.9 11.4 
Remittances 3.1 2.4 3.1 1.9 3.4 2.1  - 2.0 2.3 
Govern. Welfare 12.5 6.7 1.5 6.4 3.0 3.8 6.4 2.0 4.4 
Private charity 3.1 0.6  - 1.3  - 1.1 2.1  - 0.8 
Others  18.8 10.3 18.5 18.6 21.7 19.2 4.3 1.0 16.9 
 Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

 
• Three most important sources of income (before, now, after) 
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 Before Tsunami Now Expected 
Expected trend 
(percent point 

changes) 
Agriculture 16.6 4.6 11.6 -5 
Fisheries 40.9 2.5 34.5 -6 
Manufacturing 11.9 4.0 11.3 -1 
Hospitality (hotel restaurants) 2.1 0.7 1.8 0 
Other services 17.2 13.7 15.6 -2 
Retail trade 16.6 6.0 15.2 -1 
Remittances 3.6 4.8 4.2 1 
Government Welfare 10.3 37.8 16.4 6 
Private charity 1.8 32.0 6.9 5 
Others (incl public empl, handicraft) 20.8 25.4 19.7 -1 
Total 100 (1,586) 100 (672) 100 (1,253)  
Based on 1586, 672 and 1253 total number of answers for past, present and expected sources of income respectively.  

 
Current livelihood situation 
 
Last 7 days expenditure of households 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent 

Equal or less than 500 102 6.3 9.8 9.8 
501-1000 197 12.1 18.9 28.7 
1001-2000 313 19.2 30.0 58.7 
2001-3000 204 12.5 19.6 78.3 
3001-4000 74 4.5 7.1 85.4 
4001-10000 133 8.2 12.8 98.2 
More than 10000 19 1.2 1.8 100.0 
Total 1042 64.0 100.0  

 
Household expenditure % on food last 7 days 

 Frequency Percent Valid Percent Cumulative 
Percent 

Less than 50% 227 14.0 22.0 22.0 
50-75% 474 29.1 46.0 68.1 
Over 75% 328 20.2 31.8 99.9 
Total 1030 63.3 100.0  

 
Assistance received by area (%households who received type of assistance) 
  Southern Area Eastern Area Northern Area All areas 
Shelter 6.9% 27.2% 4.7% 21.0% 
Food 88.4% 90.6% 79.2% 89.1% 
Medicine 70.7% 70.6% 51.7% 68.9% 
Clothing 65.4% 63.5% 65.8% 64.1% 
Bedding 21.2% 44.4% 51.0% 40.2% 
Cooking utensils 13.7% 25.6% 30.2% 23.6% 
Cash 2.4% 7.4% 5.4% 6.2% 
 
Loss of main source of income and houses by areas (% of columns) 

Area Damage to houses Loss source of 
income 

Kept source of 
income Total 

Southern Area Unaffected 15.2 7.1 13.5 
 Partially damaged 56.4 67.1 58.7 
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 Totally damaged 28.4 25.7 27.8 
 Total 100 100 100 
Eastern Area Unaffected 3.0 4.1 3.2 
 Partially damaged 41.1 69.0 44.7 
 Totally damaged 55.9 26.9 52.1 
 Total 100 100 100 
Northern Area Unaffected 6.4  6.0 
 Partially damaged 33.3 75.0 35.6 
 Totally damaged 60.3 25.0 58.4 
 Total 100 100 100 
All districts Unaffected 5.7 4.9 5.6 
 Partially damaged 43.2 68.6 46.8 
 Totally damaged 51.1 26.5 47.7 
 Total 100 100 100 

 
Loss of main source of income and assets by areas (% of columns) 

Area Damage to productive assets Loss source of 
income 

Kept source of 
income Total 

Southern Area No productive assets 19.1 44.3 24.5 
 Unaffected 3.9 10.0 5.2 
 Partially damaged 12.5 18.6 13.8 
 Totally damaged 64.6 27.1 56.6 
 Total 100 100 100 
Eastern Area No productive assets 5.1 11.0 5.9 
 Unaffected 3.4 6.8 3.9 
 Partially damaged 5.6 11.6 6.4 
 Totally damaged 85.8 70.5 83.8 
 Total 100 100 100 
Northern Area No productive assets 1.4  1.3 
 Unaffected 1.4  1.3 
 Partially damaged 6.4 50.0 8.7 
 Totally damaged 90.8 50.0 88.6 
 Total 100 100 100 
All districts No productive assets 7.4 21.0 9.3 
 Unaffected 3.3 7.6 3.9 
 Partially damaged 7.0 15.2 8.2 
 Totally damaged 82.3 56.3 78.6 
 Total 100 100 100 
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Of which: 

  
Relying on aid (%) Government 

Welfare Private charity 
Agriculture 28.6 12.2 16.3 
Fisheries 62.3 30.1 32.2 
Manufacturing 45.8 22.9 22.9 
Other services 27.6 15.8 11.8 
Retail trade 47.1 24.3 22.9 
Remittances 25.0 12.5 12.5 
Government Welfare 9.8 - 9.8 
Others (incl Government work) 27.0 14.0 13.0 
All sectors 48.1 26.9 21.3 
Figures for people formerly in the hospitality sector or depending on private charity were not statistically significant. 

 

 
Main sector of 

income unchanged
Lost their main 

sector of 
income 

All households

Fisheries 3.3 96.7 100 

Retail trade 24.3 75.7 100 

Agriculture 28.6 71.4 100 
Manufacturing 31.3 68.8 100 

Other services 59.2 40.8 100 

Others (incl Government work) 65.0 35.0 100 

Remittances 68.8  31.3  100 

Government Welfare 86.3 13.7 100 
All sectors 36.6 63.4 100 
 
 
Respondents’ situation 
 

Before Tsunami Now In the future    
  No. of answers Percent No. of 

answers Percent No. of answers Percent 

Agriculture 208 12.8 20 1.2 158 9.7 
Fishing 621 38.2 16 1.0 472 29.0 
Manufacture 142 8.7 22 1.4 124 7.6 
Hospitality 27 1.7 4 0.2 23 1.4 
Other services 210 12.9 60 3.7 172 10.6 
Retail trade 207 12.7 41 2.5 204 12.5 
Others 287 17.6 124 7.6 236 14.5 
Unemployed 66 4.1 812 49.9 62 3.8 
not known  -  -  -  - 228 14.0 
Total (% of answers) 1,768.0 108.7 1,099.0 67.5 1,679.0 103.2 
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Individual’s sector of activity before the disaster 
  Frequency % column 
  Male Female Total Male Female Total 
Fishing 425 196 621 46.4 33.5 41.4 
Others 161 126 287 17.6 21.5 19.1 
Services 145 91 236 15.8 15.6 15.7 
Agriculture 133 75 208 14.5 12.8 13.9 
Retail trade 125 82 207 13.6 14.0 13.8 
Manufacturing 78 64 142 8.5 10.9 9.5 
Unemployed 17 49 66 1.9 8.4 4.4 
Total 916 585 1,501 100.0 100.0 100.0 
 
 
Present individual source of income 
       As % of respondents As % of all surveyed 
  Men Women Total Men Women Total Men Women Total 
Not working 481 330 811 76.6 74.5 75.7 48.9 51.5 49.9 
Others 66 58 124 10.5 13.1 11.6 6.7 9.0 7.6 
Services 38 26 64 6.1 5.9 6.0 3.9 4.1 3.9 
Retail trade 25 16 41 4.0 3.6 3.8 2.5 2.5 2.5 
Manufacturing 11 11 22 1.8 2.5 2.1 1.1 1.7 1.4 
Agriculture 13 7 20 2.1 1.6 1.9 1.3 1.1 1.2 
Fishing 9 7 16 1.4 1.6 1.5 0.9 1.1 1.0 
Total respondents 628 443 1,071 100.0 100.0 100.0 63.8 69.1 65.9 
Non respondents 356 198 554       36.2 30.9 34.1 
Total 984 641 1625       100.0 100.0 100.0 
 
Expected sector of activity 
  Frequency     % of column   
  Male Female Total Male Female Total 
Agriculture 102 56 158 12% 10% 11% 
Fishing 333 139 472 38% 25% 33% 
Manufacture 70 54 124 8% 10% 9% 
Hospitality 20 3 23 2% 1% 2% 
Other services 111 61 172 13% 11% 12% 
Retail trade 122 82 204 14% 15% 14% 
Others 136 100 236 16% 18% 16% 
Unemployed 22 40 62 3% 7% 4% 
Does not know 122 105 227 14% 19% 16% 
Total 875 556 1,431 100% 100% 100% 
 
 

% self employed/in business who do NOT 
have funds for their business Nb of respondents 

Get a grant 66.0% 506 
Get assistance from family and friends 4.3% 33 
Get a loan 29.7% 228 
All respondents (self employed/ in  
business without funds) 100% 767 
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Expected source of income if planning to work somewhere else or in the same area 
  All     Men     Women     
  In the same 

area 
Somewhere 

else Total In the same 
area 

Somewhere 
else Total In the same 

area 
Somewhere 

else Total 

Agriculture 123 35 158 74 28 102 49 7 56 
Fishing 411 61 472 300 33 333 111 28 139 
Manufacture 100 24 124 57 13 70 43 11 54 
Services (incl tourism) 142 52 194 98 32 130 44 20 64 
Retail trade 157 47 204 100 22 122 57 25 82 
Others 171 64 235 96 40 136 75 24 99 
Unemployed 48 14 62 17 5 22 31 9 40 
not known 148 79 227 71 51 122 77 28 105 
Total 1,104 325 1,429 685 189 874 419 136 555 
 
 
Expected source of income for those assessing their skills as inadequate/adequate 
   Total     Men     Women     
  Right skills Not the right 

skills Total Right skills Not the right 
skills Total Right skills Not the right 

skills Total 

Agriculture 138 14 152 88 11 99 50 3 53 
Fishing 387 44 431 276 29 305 111 15 126 
Manufacture 105 12 117 59 7 66 46 5 51 
Services (incl 
tourism) 140 16 156 98 11 109 42 5 47 

Retail trade 164 26 190 96 18 114 68 8 76 
Others 170 38 208 101 20 121 69 18 87 
Unemployed 16 17 33 6 4 10 10 13 23 
not known 52 12 64 36 5 41 16 7 23 
Total 983 143 1,126 639 79 718 344 64 408 
 
Expected source of income if expect to be self employed/in business or wage-employed         
  Total      Men     Women     

  
Self-

employed/in 
business 

Wage 
employment Total 

Self-
employed/in 

business 
Wage 

employment Total 
Self-

employed/in 
business 

Wage 
employment Total 

Agriculture 116 25 141 74 21 95 42 4 46 
Fishing 354 51 405 262 31 293 92 20 112 
Manufacture 102 11 113 56 8 64 46 3 49 
Services (incl 
tourism) 93 53 146 62 41 103 31 12 43 

Retail trade 160 20 180 101 10 111 59 10 69 
Others 102 71 173 58 48 106 44 23 67 
Unemployed 13 10 23 7 3 10 6 7 13 
not known 43 16 59 26 12 38 17 4 21 
Total 817 213 1,030 536 140 676 281 73 354 
 
Wage-employed: Are the businesses that offer the kind of work you are planning to do operational in this area 
 Operational Not operational Total 
Men 48.9% 51.1% 100 
Women 44.9% 55.1% 100 
All wage-employed 
(217 respondents) 47.5% 52.5% 100 

 
 




