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The Livelihoods Projed administered by the Kokoda Track Author
(KTA) on behalf of the Kokoda Initiative (KI). The Livelihoods Pr
aims to increase the capacity of Kokoda Track communities
generate income from tourism by adding value to the trekki
experience. Té Scoping Study Terms of Reference has twtndit

objectives, namely to: {1 evaluate the previous design an
implementation of the Livelihoods Project since 20adainst its
objectives, and (2 present KTA with a set of clear, feasible a
empirical reommendations (at the project design, delivel
mechanism and activity levels) to enable delivery of a successful
sustainable livelihoods project that would bring services or bene
to local communities and trekkers.
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Disclaimer

This report provides information to the direct recipients only and is not to be quoted, cited, copied,
or forwarded without the express permission of the CEO Kokoda Track Authority. No liability is
accepted for injury or damage as a result of the usehefdata or information contained within. No
endorsement of any product or organisation is offered or implied by this report. No guarantees are
made with regards to the accuracy of tlrdormation contained in this document.
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Executive Summary

1. Background

The Livelihoods Project is administered by the Kokoda Track Authority (KTA) on behalf of the Kokoda
Initiative (KI). The Livelihoods Project aims to increase the capacity of Kokoda Track communities to
generate income from tourism by adding value to thekking experience. The Scoping Study Terms

of Referencérastwo distinct objectives, namely:

9 To evaluate the previous design and implementation of the Livelihoods Progiete 2011
against its objectives.

9 To present KTA with a set of clear, feasible agrpirical recommendationgat the project
design, delivery mechanism and activity levels) to enable delivery of a successful and sustainable
livelihoods project that would bring services or benefits to local communities and trekkers.

2. Methodology

Prior to commencing the study, an agreed framework for conducting the evaluation and strategy
development workwas assembled with KTA counterpartsutlining the study methodology a&h
implementation arrangements.Study activities were guided by the Sustainable litigeds
Frameworkwhich assisted the survey teano focus on community resources, transforming
structures and processes (internal and external), and strategies for realiegigedoutcomes.The

field work along the Kokoda Track was undertaken by 2 suteams over 11 consecutive days
within 8 wards This was followed by fade-face consultations with key stakeholders in Port
Moresby and email communication with tour operators overseas. Over 500 people were consulted
(67% maleand 62% landownér

3. Livelihoods Context

The Kokoda Track runs for approximately 96 kilometres in a +eaterly direction across the
Owen Staf & wl y3Sa T NP CentrabBdvihceto KoRoNad/QENrovince There are
two distinct language groups within the trackea, namely: the Koiapeople Central Provinceand
the Orokaiva peoplero Provincg Within this context,the field surveys revealed @ifferent
situationsdescribed below

9 Areaswith road accessomprising around 6 villages in Central Province Ehdillages in Oro
Provin@ which lie within 1 houwalking distance from a road that leads to the district and/or
provincial capital. Aese sites have good connections to provincial markets and services, as well
as productive soils and high land poteftia

1 Areas with airport accessomprisingaround 9 villages in Centratd¥ince which lie within 1
hour walking distance from an airport (and have no road acced®seTsites have intermittent
and costly connections to district and/or provincial markatsl @ervices, as well as leMand
potential due to environmental constraints such as poor soils, long dry season and steep s|opes.

9 Areas with neither road nor airport accesomprising around villages in Central Province and
7 villages in Oro Provincehdse sites have difficult connections to both district and provincia
markets and services, as well as émhand potential due to environmental constraints such as
poor soils, log dry seaso and steep slopes.

KTA LIVELIHOODS PROJECT SCOPINGEXBEd¢ Summar_
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4. Livelihoods Project: Progress to-date

TheLivelihoods Project was assessdth referenceto standardproject assessmertriteria namely:

T

Relevancels theLivelihoods Projeatonsistent with the needs of local communities and the
trekker market, as well the policies and priorities of key local, national and international
stakeholders?

Efficiency:Are theLivelihoodsProjectresources (physical and nguysicalpeing converted
into the desired outputs in the most economical manner?

EffectivenessTo what extent have théivelihoods Proje@ & LJ I Yy SR 2 dzi LJdzi

been achieved?

Impact:Is theLivelihoods Preaictmaking a contribution towards its lorigrm development
goal, as well as influencing the development approaches of other agencies?

Sustainability:Are theLivelihoods Projeatutputs likely to be used and/or developed after the
implementation phase haseen completed?

This section of the report contains specific recommendations for future livelihoods activities with
referencei 2 GKS LINRP2SOGQa | yydz f liveditbodd cortdiktl ayich thel y R
stakeholder consultation findings

5. Livelihoods Project: Future Scope

Future strategies for the Livelihoods Project wiren developed with reference to thé key factors
that relate to sustainable livelihoods initiatives, namely:

T

Opportunities and threatsHow can the Livelihoods Projelaglp localcommunity groups to
become more resilient to external threats, and take advantage of any relevant opportunitie

Strengths and weaknesseklow can the Livelihoods Projeaglp local community groups to
build on their relevant strengths and address or avany critical weaknesses?

Supportive and limiting structures and processeédow can the Livelihoods Projeictvolve /
support appropriate organizations (local and external), as well as recognize the various rul
procedures (government and communityiet are in place?

Short and longterm strategies:How can the Livelihoods Project help local community group
make use of their available resources to realiz& S A NJ X

Desiredsocial, environmental and economisutcomes?

2]
)

es and

S to
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Scoring was first used to facilitat§ § A RSY G A FAOF G A2y ®rfututddivel®ododsA | £ & S
activities with reference to the 3 different locations (i.e. Areas 1, 2 and 3). The overall assessment
revealed:

1 3 Income Generation Marketsomprising (i) Tourism, (ii) Agriculture, and (iii) Payments for
Environmental Services;

9 4 Project Outputscomprising (i) Project Management Framework,Gi@gmmunityResource
Centres, (iii) Finance Support Services, and (iii) Transport Support Services;

1 3 Cross Cutting Issuemmprising Climate Change, (ii) Social Issues, and (iii) Rdlitrals.

Each entry point listed above was then considered in more detail with reference to the livelihoods
context, theproject reviewfindings, the stakeholder consultations, and the available literature. This
section of the report containspecific onclusions and recommendations for egutoposedentry-

point with reference to the key livelihoods factors listed above.

6. Conclusions and Recommendations

6.1 Progress to-date

The main conclusions with regardspmject design &lelivery since project inception in 204te:

9 Project Relevancés high with regards to: (i) international, national, provincial and local leve
policies and priorities, (ii) other organizations working along the KT, and (iii) the priority oeds
KT communities and trekker§Vhilst theproject contributes directly to Kid@al 2, during the
period 20132013,only around1% of KI expenditure wemd income generation actities and
21%went to basic service@mostly health and educatio@long tre track through KDP.

9 Project Efficiencyonverting inputs to outputkas been limited by: (i) project management
capacity, (ii) administrative constraints in Port Moresby and (iii) inadequate training, resources
and support services for CBMs in the figl/erall, activities are arountb% completedvith
28% of funds unspent.

9 Project Effectivenesdelivering outputs has been partly delayed by manufacturing issues and
trainer/trainee availability. The planned CBM capacity building activities are around 10%
complete which haalsoaffected overall performancéNo outputs have been completed.
Landowners are willing to participate, but becoming increasingly discouraged by slow progress.

9 Project Impactis hard to assess with no outputdly delivered. However, the guesthouse certif
icationprogramme looks promising witbperators makingjood use of their trainings and
resources. CBMs are not working to full potential, since thi@inned trainings have nditeen
completed. Overall, tourism lgaving both positive and negative social impacts along the track.

9 Project Sustainabilityrelates to output type. Low input, market driven enterprises with a
reasonable return to labour (e.g. basic physiotherapy services) are most likely to be sustained
and replicated. High external input operations (e.g. community sawmills) are less likely to be
successful. Ongoing support is needed for CBMgaresthousecertification activities.

This sectiorof the report contains specific recommendatisrfor future livelihoods activitieswith
reference to the5 evaluation criteridisted above

KTA LIVELIHOODS PROJECT SCOPINGES&tLmivVe Summar
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Future scope

6.2.1 Market Opportunities

The main conclusiongith regards to market opportunitieare:

T

Tourismhas (i)moderate potential in Area 1 (end of track) and (ii) high potential in Areas 2 and

3. Potential markets for the future include Japanese trekkers andltdreestic market, such as
short distance trekers and flyin fly-out tourists who prefer to stay longer at one central
location

Agriculturehas (i) high potential in Area 1 (productive soils and good market access), (ii)
moderate potential in Area 2 (limited land potential and limited market access) (iii) low
potential in Area 3 (limited land potential and no market access)

Payments for Environmental Servicbave good potential since (i) the KT area provides
significant water catchment and conservati@odiversity and heritagejervices tolte gov
ernment and tourism sectors, ar{d) there isa credible threat of environmental degradation.

This section of the report contains specific recommendations for future livelihoods activities with
regards to: (i) aligning community resources withrket opportunities, (ii) aligning transforming
structures and processes (internal and external) with market opportunities, and (iii) potential income
generation strategies for each market opportunity.

6.2.2 Proposed Outputs

The main conclusions with regartisthe proposed project outputs are:

T

Project Management Frameworlt K 2 dzf R LINR @A RS -lp ati2opr A §/\5¢R
LINE 2SO0 RStAGSNE YSOKIyAaY (GKFd oNRR3IASA
stakeholders. The CBM network has potertigbrovide important community liaison and
communication services

CommunityResourceCentresshould increase village residegiccess tanformation,

commurication and extension services. Each centre should be equipped with attractive and

appropriate tools and technologies for local CBMs (i.e. village based extenfgans)ftouse
and share.

Finance Support Servicestould reduce financial constraints for feasible income generation
enterprises along the track; providing communities with project funding in a way that comb
community ownership and commitment with sthhusiness training and support.

Transport Support Serviceshould reduce provincial market access constraints for feasible
agricultural enterprises in Area 2. This is likely to involve farmers from one locapiplyisig a
single market in Pooresby;in a way that combines community organisation and
commitment with small business training and support.

ao2d0i02
GKS 3t

nes

This section of the report contains specific recommendations for future livelihoods activities with
regards to: (i) income generation constraints, aidifnplementation strategies

KTA LIVELIHOODS PROJECT SCOPINGES&tLmivVe Summar
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6.2.3 Cross Cutting Issues

The main conclusions with regards to the cross cutting issues are:

1 Climate Changéas the potential to undermine rural livelihoods in many parts of PNG through
sea level rise, temperature increases, higher rainfall and possibly more extreme climatic events.
Whilst the effects of climate change in PNG have been small so far, theregason for the
Livelihoods Project to be complacent.

9 Social Issueshould be alleviated through improved access to income generation services and
opportunities.However tourismactivities along the track ar@soproducing someinintended
and undesiratd effects withinparticipatinghouseholds, villages and the wider community. The
Livelihoods Project should not be complacent with regardsoimal issues.

1 Political trendsusually influence sustainable forest management practi¢éegest governance
involves local, national, regional and global structures and processes, which implies that forest
management decisiemaking is usually complex, and prone to misunderstanding and
disagreement. The Livelihoods Project shawdtlbe complacent with regards fmolitical
trends.

This section of the report contains specific recommendations for integrating-ctigeg issues into
project activities.

7. What Next?

Livelihoods Project activities 4ate have had a restricted scope; focusing more dslivering

one-off training sessions andncome generation projects than on creating ana Sy | 6 f A y 3
Sy @A NB y Vi yuiuge. Thi® tiddown approab has had limited succes§he scoping study

findings suggest the project scope be considerably bBogdS RT | £ f 2 6 Ay 3 -bpaf@2 YO A Y S
top-R 2 & yréject delivery mechanism thgbcuses onbusness developmenneedsand market

opportunities This means the scoping study Hagl the foundations for groject design process;

rather than completed aastbenefit analysis for futurdrainings andincome generation projects.

This section of the report provides sommecommended steps for completing the project design

phase using a participatory, stdyy-step approach that further engages landowners, key
stakeholders and industry representatives, leading to:

9 An acceptable and realistic work programniier diversifying local enterprises and enhancing
food security tourism opportunitiesand forest conservation within the Kokoda Track area;

1 A team ofwell-connected project partnersvho are committed to collaborate on future
livelihoods activities.

KTA LIVELIHOODS PROJECT SCOPINGES&tLmivVe Summar
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Abbreviations

ACIAR AustralianCentre for International Development

AusAID Australian Agency for International Development

CBM Community Based Mentor

CRESI Australian Cooperative Research Centre for SpReésburce
DEC Department of Environment and Conservation

DFID Departmentfor International Development (United Kingdom)
DoH Department of Health

DOTE Department ofthe Environment

DSIP District Services Improvement Program

FPDA Fresh Produce Development Agency

FPIC Free, Prior and Informed Consent

HIV/AIDS Humanlimmunodeficiency Virus/Acquired Immune Deficiency Syndrome
ILG Incorporated Land Group

IPZ Interim Protection Zone

ITTO International Tropical Timber Organisation

KAP Knowledge, Attitudes and Practices

KDP Kokoda Development Programme

KI Kokodalnitiative

KPI Key Performance Indicator

KT Kokoda Track

KTA Kokoda Track Authority

KTF Kokoda Track Foundation

LJS Law and Justice Sector

LLG Local Level Government

NADP National Agriculture Development Plan (262716)

NARI National AgriculturaResearch Institute

NEC National Executive Council
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NGO
OCCD
PES
PIP
PNG
PNGFA
REDD
RFQ
SDA
SBDC
ToR
TPA
UN
USA
VHF
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Non-Governmental Organisation

Office for Climate Change and Development

Payments for Environmental Services

Pacific Island Projects

Papua New Guinea

PNG Forest Authority

Reduced Emissions from Deforestation and Degradation

Request for Proposals

Seventh Day Adventi§€hurch)

Small Business Development Corporation

Terms of Reference

Tourism Promotion Authority

United Nations

United States of America

Very High Frequency

Wheel Drive
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1. Background

In 2003, the Kokoda Track Authority (KTA) was established as a Special Purposes Authority under
t b D paallevel Governments Administration Act (1997)Through this arrangement, KTA is
commissioned to promote and manage the Kokoda Track for touristée wiproving the way of life

for communities living along the track, through funding and development programmes.

The Livelihoods Projegtas initiated in 2010, asapt of the joint PNG@ dza G N> t Al aY21 2RI
which supports sustainable developmemt the Kokoda Track region, Owen Stanley Ranges and
Brown River Catchment area$he Livelihoods Projects administered by KTA on behalf of the
Kokoda Initiative (KI).The project aims to increase the capacity of Kokoda Track communities to
generate incore from tourism by adding value to the trekking experien&nce its inception, KTA

has initiated a variety of activities aimed at increasing incayaeerating opportunities and capacity
building of the local communities¢t KS [ A @S A KégiRsudythasPdEsthd ohjeétives,

which are to:

1. Evaluate the previous design and implementatiorthef Livelihoods Project since 2014gainst
its objectives.

2. Present KTA with a set of clear, feasible and empirical recommendations (at the project design,
delivery mechanism and activity levels) to enable delivery of a successful and sustainable
livelihoods project that would bring services or béiteto local communities anttekkers.

Thescopingsii dzRBend of ReferencAnnex 9.1page 109 required the selected consultants to
review the specified literature, as well as undertake extensive consultations with key stakeholders
(Annex 9.6, pagé20) and selected communities along the Kokodackrarea(Annex 9.49.5, page

105). This included consideratiasf importantelements such as gender, social customs and location.

2. Methodology

Prior to commencing the study, an agreed framework for conducting the evaluation and strategy
development activitiesvas preparedin consultation with KTA team membersThe Framework
Document v.5 (Annes.2, page 11} outlines thescopingstudy parameters namely the objectives,
deliverables, methodology, implementation plan and budget estimagections 2.1 to 2.present

the scopingsii dzRa&pgréved methodology, nanig the study approach, tools sites,participants
activities and outputs

2.1. Approach

The scoping study was guided by the Sustainable Livelihoods Framework (Figupade 2 which

enableda holistic, peoplecentred approach that focused on important issues #malr relationships
with one another In this way, thescopingstudy was aligned with thédH. 5 (@999) definition of a
sushinable livelihoodas comprising

GThe capabilitiesassets and activities required for a means of living. A livelihood is sustainable when
it can cope with and recover from stresses and shocks and maintain or enhance its capabilities and

assets both now and in the future, while not undermining the nat@air2 dzZNOS o6l 4S®QQ

! The Livelihoods / Micrbusiness Support Project (Pilots 1 and 2) was implemented during 2010 and is
therefore beyond the scope of this evaluation. Annex(pa&ye122)contains the 2011 Evaluation Report.

KTA LIVELIHOODS PROJECT SCOPING STUDY | Background and M
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Key

H = Human Capital S = Social Capital
M = Natural Capital P = Physical Capital
F = Financial Capital

LIVELIHOOD ASSETS

= =
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0
a d
VULNERABILITY TRANSFORMING 0 -7 0-1 7 | LIVELIHOOD
CONTEXT STRUCTURES AND | | oo teGIES| ¢ | OUTCOMES
PROCESSES ;
Y

M= D=T0m

Figurel: The Sgainable Livelihoodiamework (sourced from DFIDO99

2.2. Tools
The survey tooikit included Survey @idelines (Annex 9.3 page 112 outlining community entry
protocols, survey technigues and survey tools

Tablel presents thesurvey forms thatwere developedto collect a setdisaggregated data from
project beneficaries and stakeholders in Port Moresby and along the Kokoda Trhekdifferent
forms allowed crosshecking of data among#tte variousstudy participants.

Tablel: Study tools used during treeopingstudy.

Tools Participants Data type

GroupDiscussion Form Key village groups (e.g. clan, Obijective 2
$2YSyQa FyR &2d

Household Survey Form 2 Village residents (but not project | Objective 2
beneficiaries)

Knowledge, Attitudes and Village residents Baseline data on infrastructure
Practices (KAP) Fofim and safety; income generation,
Infrastructure and Safety; Income community development; stories
generation; Community of change

Development sections

Stakeholder Form Secondary stakeholders (public | Objective 1 and 2
and private sectors)

Tourism Entrepreneur Form Local tourism entrepreneurs (e.qg.
guest house owners)

% Provided by the Kokoda Initiative

KTA LIVELIHOODS PROJECT SCOPING STUDY | Me



Tadfic T Islondt

Tablel: Study tools used during theeopingstudy (continued)

Tools Participants Data type

Tourism Employee Form Local tourism employees (e.g. Objective 1 and 2
guides andgorters)

Tour Operator Form Tour operators Objective 2

Trekker Form Trekkers Objective 2

Village Profile Form Ward Councillor with Baseline data on village
Ward Development Committee | demographics, infrastructure, lan
members cover and landwnership

2.3. Sites and Participants

The scoping study consulted withover 450people faceto-face in Port Moresby and along the
Kokoda Tack. Anadditional 69tour operators werecontacted visemail. Figures2 and 3showthe
different typesof people thattook part in the study(i.e. participated in the completion of a form)
Annexs9.4to 9.6 (pagellb) provides the participant details

Village resident *
Trekker
Tourism entrepreneur i
Tourism employee |
= Male Tour operator fi
B Female Non-government |
KTA ranger / mentor &
Government ®

Councillor

T

0 100 200 300 400

Figure2: Study participants by gender Figure3: Study participants biype
(those who took part ithe completion ofa survey form) | (those who took part ithe completion of a survey form)

Table2 (below) and Table 3 (page ¥presentthe samplesitesalong the Kokoda Tradkat were
selected by KTA. Villages in italiepresentadditional sites that wereselecteden route. Figure 5
(page 9 shaws the location of each village along the Kokoda Track.

Table 2:Selected study sites in Oro Province

Province | LLG Ward Village(s) Study status Study team
Oro Kokoda | 9 Alola Study completed Betty Haiveravd.aufa (PIP)
with support fromRapsey
9 Isurava Study completed Vagi, PeteOkwechimeand
2 Hoi Visited Reuben MalevéKTA)
2 Kovelo Study completed
5 KokodaStation Study completedvith
(District HQ) Kokoda LLG councillors
2 Savaia Visited

KTA LIVELIHOODS PROJECT SCOPING STUDY | Me
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Table3: Slected sudy sites in Central Province
Province| LLG Ward Village(s) Study status Study team
Central | Koiari 15 Boridi, Davoi, Manumu,| Study completed | Simon Rollinson (PIP) with
Maraba andMilei support from Hollen Mado
) and Robert Batia (KTA)
16 Kagi Study completed
Naduri Study completed
17 Efogi No 1 and 2 Study completed
18 Manari Study completed
Naurol No participants
Nauro2 Study completed
loribaiva No participants
6 Vesulogo Study completed | Betty Haiverava.aufa (PIP)
with support from Hollen
Mado (KTA)

2.4. Activities and Outputs

Figure 4outlines the agreed implementation plaand responsibilitiegor the study period together
with the actual outputs for each activity.

r2. Undertake deskop

Research (PIP)

wRelevant planning
documents, reports

) r3 Invite Stakeholders to

Participate in Study (KTA)

w/HF radio message sentta
ward councillors & mentors

(internal and external) and ofollow up verbal messages

publications reviewed sent along the track

. J . J . J

r1. Prepare Study Tools (PIPj)

uStudy guidelines and 9
survey forms prepared for
desktop and field activities

) (.

5. Meet Stakeholders in Pog (4

r6. Prepare Report (PIP)
uPresentation of key finding
alongtrack (1411-13)
uist draft report (1301-14)
u2nd draft report (1603-14)
LuFinaI report (2605-14)

Moreshby (PIP with KTA)

089 forms completed in Port
Moreshby

. J

Figure4: Study activities, responsibilities and outputs.

4. Meet Stakeholders along1
Kokoda Track (PIP with KTA

88 forms completed in
Central and Oro Provinces

. J
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Figure 8 Map of Central Province showing district boundaries, population densities, and the study
area circled in red. Sourced from Hanson et al. (2001)
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Figure 7 Map of Central Province showinigstrict boundaries, occupied land potential, and the study
area circled in redSourced from Hanson et al. (2001
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Figure 8 Map of OroProvince showing district boundaries, population densities, and the study
area circled in red. Sourced from Hanson et al. (2001)
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Figure 9 Map of Oro Province showing district boundaries, ap@&d land potential, and the study
area circled in red. Sourced from Hanson et al. (2001)
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3. Livelihood s Context

The Kokoda Track runs in a nofffasterly directionacrossthe rugged Owen Stanley Ranges
extendingapproximately 96 kilometreBom h ¢ S K&rr@r in Central Provinde KokodaTownship

in Oro ProvincgFigure 5, page)5 Thelivelihoods contextwithin the track areds strongly influenced

by altitude, rainfalland landform (includingsoil typd. Thereare alsotwo distinct ethno-linguistic
branches of the Trans New Guinea language family within the track area, nameKoitdrgeople

from Central Province and the Orokaiva people from Oro Province. The Koiari branch comprises three
language groups, namelyGrasslandKoiari Mountain Koiari and Koitabu (outside track area)
(Wikipedia, 2013) Important landuse decisions are usiyl made at the clan level, with clan
leadership passed down from father to eldest son (or eldest male cousin if no son).

The southwest part of the track(Figures 6 and,7page § is locatedwithin the Koiai LLG area of
KairukuHiri District (CentralProvince; running from theSogeri p I i S | dzQaicaniE Sogh thé S
less productive inland rangePopulation densities are lowaccess to services varied aimtome
levels moderateAltitudes range from aroun®00 metresto 4,000 metreson Mt Victaia. Rainfall
averages around 3000 mm/year, with a long dry season fqmil to November Overallthe Koiari
people living alonghe southwestportion of the trackare seriously disadvantaged relative to people
in other partsof PNG(Hanson et al., 2ZL). There is a significant oumigration of landowners to
Port Moresby seeking better services and employment opportunities.

The northwest part of the tracFigures 8 and,Page 7 is locatedwithin the Kokoda LLG area of
Sohe5A &0 NAKAOG O6hNR tNRGAYOSOT NlzyyAy3a FNRBY (GKS al
productive inland ranges.Population densities arenoderate with most peopleresiding around

Kokodaand theMambare Valleywhere access to services is goddtitudes range from around00

metres to 4,000 metres on Mt VictoridRainfallaverages aroundt,000 mm/year. Overallthe
Orokaivapeople living along thaorth-east portion of the trackare not disadvantaged relative to

people in other part®f PNGHanson et al., 2001).

Sections 3.1, 2. and 3.3 present our overalissessment of thdivelihoods contextfrom the
community perspectivat the samplevillages inCentral and Or®rovinceswith reference to the:

1 Assets/ esourceghat are available for people to use;
f Structures and processdhat eithersupportor imitLJS 2 LJt SQ&a | 6Af Ade G2 dzasS

1 Strategieshat communitiesare using nowto realizetheir livelihood objectives, togethewith
their proposed strategiefor realizing theirdesired outcomes in the future.
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3.1. Sites with Road Access (Area 1)

Within the track area, there are around 6 villages in Central Province and 12 villages in Oro Province
which lie within 1 har walking distance from a road that leads the district and/or provincial
capital. hese sites have good connections to provincial markets and services, as well as productive
soils and high land potential.

Sections 3.1.1 and 3.1.2 present our baseline findings from the 2 sample villagesadtaccess in
Central and Oro Provinces.

3.1.1. Central Province

Table 4 presents our baseline findings from the sample village along the Sogeri plateau.

Table 4 The present situation a¥/esulogovillage.

1. VESULOGWILLAGE
KOIARI LLG; WARD/Maule, GirinumuSalvation Army, Moenard/esulog

Livelihood Assets

Financial resources/esulogovillage residentdiave a variety of income sources including

1 Tourism related activitieanostly portering andnarket sales ah ¢ S B&r@r (e.gbilums food), &
well as track maintenance paymergadward development grants from KTA

1 Cash cropping (rubber and ginger)
1 Market sales (mostlfruit and vegetables) &ogeri and Port Moresby markets
1 Local employment, town employment and local businesses (poultdyteate stores)

Some village residents have access to formal credit services in Port Moresby.

W Market sales

™ Cash crapping B Formal sector
M Tourism
m Informal sector

M Local businesses (nol

tourism) )
No reliable access

M Local employment to credit
(not tourism)
¥ Town employment
(not tourism)
Figure 10Main sources of village income Figure 11Village resident access to credit

Human resourcesVesulogovillage was established around 65 years ate current population is aroun
500 (60 households)here arealsoaround20 familiespermanently residing iRPort Moresby

The village population comprises local landowners (around 50% of population) ¢ogeith settlers from
other areas brought in beforand afterindependence to work on the nearby plantations and sawmillfie
Koiari language is being spoken less and less due terivdaiages, settlerand proximity to Port Moreshy
being replaceaver timeby Hiri-Motu and TokPisin

Education levels within the village are low with only 20 secondary qualifications. Primary industry
experience is high due locallogging operations (before 1993) and rubb&he village liealongthe sealed
road to Sogeri so tourisnvork experience isnostlyrestricted to tour guidingporteringand market sales tg
trekkers tour guides and porters &t ¢ S K&r@r.
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Livelihood Assetg¢continued)

W Adults

M Schoolage
children

® Non-school age
children

Figure 12Village resident age groups

H Persons (village’

M Persons (town)

Figure 13Village residents and Port Moresby residents

Agriculture qualification
Forestry qualification
Tourism qualification

Tertiary qualification

Secondary qualificatior

0 5 10 15 20 25

Figure 14Village resident qualifications

Agro industry experience

Forestindustry experience

Tourism industry experienct

0 100 200 300 400

Figure 15Village resident work experience

Natural resourcesVesulogds located around 600m. above sea lev&tound 50% of village residents are lo
landownerscomprising4 clan groups. Around 75% of their land has baéenatedby the state during the
colonial period for agricultural purposes, with most of this landw managed by the Koitaki Beef compa
Land cover comprises savanndbegradedgrasslands and some forest.

B Primary forest

M Secondary forest

M Savannah /
grassland / scrub

Figure 16Land cover

M Customary title
B State title
¥ Freehold title

Figure 17Land ownership

Physical resourced’/esulogovillage residents have access to:
f  Sealed road with regular bus services frong S E&r@r to Port Moreshy

1 TheVesulogeelementary school is incomplete. KDP has provided impaedtructionmaterials, but the
villagesawmill hasot yet provided the timber. The nearest elementary school is at Bisiababu.

1 Lower primary, upper primary and secondary schools at Sogeri thigjourney.
1 The nearest aid post is &alvation Armypoor condition) There is alistrict health centre at Sogefbkm

bus journey.

1 Village VHF radio for communication with KTA, as well as reliable mobile network (Digicel and B Mo
1 Clean, piped water from a gravity fed system (fundecCbynmunityDevelopment Scheme

Each household is responsible for securiagpwn power supply Around 75% of householdgve a genset.
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Table 4 The present situation afesulogovillage (continued).

Livelihood Assetg¢continued)

Provincial market
(busto Port Moresby)

Local market (none)

B PNG Power

District market

. = Own generator
(walk to Sogeri)

Own solar
(for basic lighting)

m No reliable access

0 10 20 30 40 50 to power

M Minutes

Figure 18 Access to markets and services Figure 19Access to reliable power supply

Structures and Processes

External structures and processe3he residents o¥/esulogdnteract with some external agencies, including

1

1

AusAIDCommunity Development Scheme (now Strongim Pipol Strongim Nesen Prograasyisésd with
the gravity fed wagr supply system

Kokoda Development PrograrfDPhas provided materials for the elementary school, and bedding an
materials for the aid post.

Kokoda Track AuthorityThe rearest KTA ranger is baseching S RJ&ner. The ranger was not present
duringthe study. The KTA track maintenance progeamd ward development grants provide anreliable
source of income each yeéire. not received every yearJhe Livelihoods / Micrbusiness Support Projeq
has provided 2 basic busineisAncialmanagement tainings fortCBMs.ThecurrentLivelihoods Project
has not yet worked witlvesulogovillage residents.

Kokoda Track FoundatioiTF has providedementary school materialsand some student sponsorshipg
to technical, teaching and nursingstitutions in Port Moresby.

National governmentThe member for Kairuktiri District is based in Port Moresby.

National Agricultural Research Institutestablished some vegetable farming research plots ¢argot,
eggplant, cabbageauliflower) but nothing has happened since project completimtently.

Subnational governmentTheKoiariLLG office, KairukHiri District headquarters, and the Central

Province Administration are all based in Port Moresby. Overall, village residents have liméssl tacthe
District Service Improvement Program. Government regulations that restrict landowner ability to usg
resources are also minimal.

Church denominationsfhe 3 main church groups at Vesulogo areSegenth Day Adventist Church
(50%) Salvéion Army (30%) anBNGBibleChurch (20%).

Tour CompaniesColaboration with tour companiesiminimal.

Internal structures and processesthe residents oVesulogoalso interact with some important interng
structures and decisiemaking processes:

1

Clan Groupd:andownership issues are dealt with by the leaders of the 4 patrilineal clan groups. The
no significant landownership disputes at prese@nelncorporated Land Groupgsas been formed and ong
application is underway.

Communitybased metors: There are 2 KTA fded CBMs based Mesulogd1l maleand 1 femalg
Communication with the KTA office is via VHRaad mobile The study team nteip with the female
CBM(and villagecouncillo). The current Livelihoods Project has not worked wittsulogovillage.

Local GovernmenffheVesulogoNard @uncillor is based in the village, which makes communication v
village residents easy. She took part in the study.

ChurchdenominationsA fewSDA practices are different to those diie other villagedenominations (e.g.
the Sabbath).
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Table 4:The present situation afesulogovillage (continued).

Livelihood Strategies

Current strategies:Households are generally able to meet their priority needs through:

I Subsistence activities (e.g. gardenihgnting, collecting firewood for cooking, and timber and bush
materials for shelter);

1 Marketsalesnh ¢ S R&mm@r,Sogeri and Port Moreshnostly fruit and vegetables);
9 Cash cropping (rubber and ginger

1 Parttime tourism related activitie, mostly portering and market sales sirtoarists start trekking at
h ¢ S B&r@rwhere the road ends

1 Local businesses, local employment and town employment

Proposed strategiesdMeeting participantgecommendedKTA assist with

1  Agricultural projects for home consumption and income generation (e.g. vegetables and poultry)

f 22YSyQa AyO02YS 3@ sdekingbaking, seiBg) scri@en printhgor trekkers, porters,
churd ralies, womer® group gatheringstc. h ¢ S K&r@rprovidesa goodlocation for selling products
to trekkers, tour guides and porters since many treks finish here.

3.1.2. Oro Province

Table 5 presents our baseline findingsnfrthe sample village along the edge of the Mambare valley.

Table 5:The present situation at Kovelo village.

2. KOVELO VILLAGE
KOK®DA LLG; WARD 2

Livelihood Assets

Financial resourcesYillage residents source most of their income from:
1 Cash crop&ubber, cocoaand oil palm);
9 District and provincial market sales (mostly fresh fruit and vegetables);

1 Tourism related activities (mostly portering since trekkers usually walk on to Kokoda, as well a
maintenance payments & ward development gramtati KTA);

1 There are 4rade stores.

Natural resourcesKovelo is located around 600m. above sea level. Thedanthd Kovelo comprises
1 Primary forest;

1 Secondary forest (for shifting cultivation);

1 Areas of rubber, cocoand oil palm(on state landleased by local landowners)

1 Area allocated for coffee project.

There are some ongoing landownership disputes

Physical resourcesfovelo village residents have access to:

Unsealed road from Kokod#aBon upto Kovelo(around 4.5km) suitable for tractar 4 WD;
Unsealedoad from Kokod&tationto Popondetta(condition varies)

Third level airstrip at Kokoda whichters forflights to Popondetta and Port Moresby;
Elementary school at Koveilo good condition

Lowerand upper primary school at Koko&ation(up to 1.5 hour walk or short drive);
Secondargchool atkokodaStation

Districthealth centre at Kokod&tation(up to 1 hour walk or short drive);

=A =4 =4 4 -4 A -4
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Table 5:The present situation at Koveldlage (continued).

Livelihood Assetg¢continued)

1 Village VHF radio for communication with Kagwell as reliable mobile netwark

f
f

Each household is responsible for securing its poaver supply.

Medevacsite;
Clean, piped water from a gravity fed system

Provincial market
(drive to Popondetta)

Local market (none)

District market . - 3
(drive to Kokoda) - ;
District market
(walk to Kokoda)

0 50 100 150

B Minutes s t > D it o i
Figure 20 Access to markets and services Figure 21Kovelo elementary school

Structures and Processes

External structures and processe$he residents of Kovelo interact with some external agencies:

f
1

Department of Primary Industrssist with the production afubberand cocoa.

Kokoda Track AuthorityThere is 1 Ranger at Kovelo who communigafi¢h the KTA office via VHF radio
and mobile The KTA track maintenance program and ward development grants provide a reliable sq
of income each yearThe Livelihoods / Micrbusiness Support Project has provided 2 basic
business/financial management traiigjs forCBMs. The current LivelihoodBroject hasvorked with some
Kovelovillage residents through tleCBM (refer Section 4.3, page 4dpwever, people have limited
understanding about Livelihoods Project Plan (no documents have been seen).

National governmentThe member folSoheDistrid is based in &pondetta and PorMoresby

Subnational governmentThe Kokoda LLG offiéstrict headquarters are based in Kokdétation The
Oro Province Administratiois based inPopondetta

Internal structures and processesThe residents of Kol also interact with some important interng
structures and decisiemaking processes:

f

Clan GroupsThere are some ongoing landownership disput@fie areas of rubber, cocoa and oil palm
on state land that is leased by local landowners.

Communitybased mentorsThere is 1 KTA funded CBM (male) based in Kovelo who met with the stu
team. Communication with the KTA office is via VHF radith mobile

Local Governmenifhe Kovelo Ward Councillor is base&@kodawhich makes communician with
village residents easy. The study team met with the Ward Councillor in Kokoda. The councillor sugg
the Kokoda LLGs pump in at least K50, 000 each per annum to help KTA with their work along the ti
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Table 5:The present situation dovelo village (continued).

Livelihood Strategies

Current strategiesKovelo residents are generally able to meet their priority needs through:

1

Subsistence activities (e.g. gardening, fishing / hunting, collecting firewood for cooking, and timber &
bushmaterials for shelter);

Market sales irKokoda and Popondettgnostly fruit and vegetables);

Parttime tourism related activities (there arecampsiteshowever most trekkers walk through Kovelo
and on to Kokoda);

Rubber, cocoand oil palmare plantedin blocks leased from the state by family grou4 hectares of
land has recently been earmarkéat a coffee plantation. Access taanketsin Popondetta is a constraint
(including coffee)

Proposed strategiesSurvey participants proposed the followiligelihoods strategies:

f
f

Village community needs to actively participate and take ownership in tourism related activities

Establish community resource centre to provide funding support, together with awareness, training,
resources, and follow up visitofin KTA and other relevant authorities.

Upgrade theguesthousécampsitefacility.

Strengthen existing agricultural capacity (e.g. gardening, cocoa, rigateioilpalm) particularly with
regards to market and product development (e.g. supply mills for gged coffee project)

Establish cattle, poultrygnd piggeryprojects (with fencing and materials tee provided from start).

9alGlofAaK &dzZLISNXYINJ] SG a2 wWhuystdregSdsNBEa A RSy ia R
¢KS YSyQa 3INRdAzZLI adza 3 SAaLLG, Rrovinédb go@mnreYithmork together. Vitta§e
people must be consulted about which project they can manage and sustain. Larger projects that cg

be managed should not be started. Development partners should not come awdytor good. Fundi
training and followup support is needed.

¢KS 62YSyQa 3ANRdzZL) 4dz33SaiSR AyO02YS 3ISYSNI (A2
projects should come later (e.g. cattle, supermar&etiresource centri
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3.2. Sites with Airport Access only (Area 2)

Within the track area, there are around dlages in Central Provincad villages in Oro Provinge
which lie within 1hour walking distance from an airport (and have no road acceds¢selsites have
intermittent and costly connections to district and/or provincial markets and services, as well as low
land potential due to environmental constraints such as poor soils, long dry season and steep slopes.

Section 3.2.1 presents our basdifindings from thé sample villages / village groupsArea 2

3.2.1. Central Province

Table 6 presents our baseline findings from theample villages / village groups along thiand
ranges of Central Province.

Table 6:The present situation at Kagi vileag

1. KAGI VILLAGE
KOIARI LLG; WARD 16 (Kagi and Naduri village)

Livelihood Assets

Financial resourceKagi village residents source:

1 Most of their income from partime tourism related activities, including: portering, guest house / camp
accommodatiorand meals, food stalls, as well as track maintenance payments & ward development
(from KTA)

1 Some of their income from market sales, namely: village products (e.g. vegetables and baskets) to H
Moresby residents, and Port Moresby products (eagpsand rice) to village residents

1 Some funds for oneff activities (e.g. bride price and village projects) from relatives in Port Moreshy.

Village residents have poor access to formal credit (e.g. banking or-firarce institutions) and informg
credit (e.g. savings clubs or money lenders).

m Market sales (at
Port Moresby and
village) B Formal sector

B Tourism (including
]
KTA payments) Informal sector

No reliable acces
Remittances from to credit

family members in
town

Figure 22Main sources of village income Figure 23Village resident access to credit

Livelihood Assets

Human resourcesKagi village was established around 60 years @pe.current village population is arour
170 (36 households) with an additional 130 people living in Port Moresby. Over the last 10 yeanggration
has been greatethan inmigration ¢4).

Education levels within the village are low with only 12 secondary qualifications. Work experience is re
to the tourism sector. There areduesthouse successfully participating in the KTA certification programm
pending corrective actions) which provide p#irhe work for around 50 women (e.g. baking, cooking, laun
catering). However, most tourists now travel through Naduri which has redutlagebased opportunities|
Eight males have pating and first aid qualifications.

Overall, male and female qualifications and work experience levels are quite similar.
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Table 6:The present situation at Kagi village (continued).

Livelihood Assetg¢continued)

B Adults
® Schoolage u Persons (village;
children B Persons (town)
= Nonschool age
children
Figure 24Village resident age groups Figure 25Village residents and Port Moresby residents
Agriculture qualification Agro industry experience
Forestry qualification
Tourism qualification Forestindustry experience
Tertiary qualification
Secondary qualificatior Tourism industry experience
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
® Women ® Men = Women = Men
Figure 26Village resident qualifications Figure 27Village resident work experience

Natural resourcesKagi is located around 1,400m@bove sea level. Village residemtsmprise 4 clan groupg
Their land is held under customary title, and contains large areas of primary and secondary forest (for
cultivation) to the west and nortlwest of the track, as well as smaller area te@ tbast which includes th
¢SYLX Si2yQa ™M FYR H aSOGA2ya 2F GKS GNIX Ol o

 Primary forest B Customary title

B Secondary forest u State title
= Swamp = Freehold title
Figure 28Land cover Figure 29Land ownership

Physical resourced<agi village residents have access to:

1

l

Each household is responsible for securing its own power supply. There are 2 households with solar poy

Third level airstrip which provides scheduled fligfaiound 3 flights per week) and charter flights to Por
Moresby. Scheduled airfares are currently 250 kina per person and 2.50 kina per kilogram;

Elementary school and aid post at Kagi (both in good condition);

Lower and upper primary school (good condition) at Kavovm(it walk). Teachers not always there dug
to inadequate housing;

Secondary boarding school at Sogeri and others in Port Moresby;

Village VHF radios for communication with KTA and the DoH,dnrtafile network (landowners have ng
I OOSLIISR 5A3A0St Qa 27FTFSNJI [sidce Soiné leadersiarg gomded aydbtiihg
negative effects of increased social networks on their comminity

Clean, piped water from a gravity fed ssrst.
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Table 6:The present situation at Kagi village (continued).

Livelihood Assetg¢continued)

Sogeri; bus to Port Moresby’

Provincial market
(fly to Port Mortesby)

Provincial market (walk to

B PNG Power

® Own generator
District market

(walk to Sogeri)
Own solar

Local market (none)

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

B No reliable access
to power

B Hours

Figure 30 Access to markets and services Figure31: Access to reliable power supply

Structures and Processes

External structures and processe3he residents of Kagi interact wighvariety of external agencies

1

AusAIDThe Strongim Pipol Strongim Ned@rmmgram has supported the establishment of the Mount Koi
22YSy Q& DNRdzLJP ¢ KNRBdzZAK (GKAA AYAGALFGAGSE (GKS
local businesses (not successful due to limfdtbw-up support).

AusAID has also providerolunteer assistance in the areas of health, education, and law & order.
Department of Environment & Conservatidrhere appears to be minimal understanding about Goal 3
the KI Design Document, namellye wise use andonservation of the catchmeptotection area,

including the Kokoda Track and its natural and cultural resources and valillesugh there is a view that
the track benefits trekkers more than landowners.

Ward development committee members understood that DEC had arranged forikiligastudy to
investigate the proposed Brown River catchment electricity / water supply project.

Kokoda Development ProgranDP has recently constructed an elementary school classroom for Kag
is currently paying the elementary teacher untilthi®2 & A G A2y Kl a o06SSy Fo6az2N
Department of Personnel Management (KTF funded the teacher training).

Kokoda Track AuthorityThe nearest KTA ranger is based in Efdgo(2 walk) who communicates with
the KTA office via VHF radio. Theganwas not present during the study. The KTA track maintenance
program and ward development grants provide a reliable source of income eachTyear.
LivelihoodsMicro-business Support Project has provided 2 basic business/financial managemenggai
for CBMs. The current Livelihoods Project has worked with some Kagi village residents thraugh the
2CBMs (refer Section 4.3, page 4However, people have limited understanding about Livelihoods Pro
Plan (no documents seen).

Kokoda Track FoundatioiTF has funded the training of the Kagi elementary school teacher, and
provided schoostationeriesand school fee subsidies for top students. KTF has also arranged for 10 W
to attend a training course on village baking for tourists at Efogi 2 (irgmexdhard to access locally).

National governmentThe member for KairukHiri District is based in Port Moresby.

Subnational governmentTheKoiariLLG office, KairukHiri District headquarters, and the Central

Province Administration are all based in Port Moresby. Overall, village residents have limited acces
District Service Improvement Program. Government regulations that restrict landowner ability to use
resources are also minimal.

PNG Law and Justice Sectdittage law and justice officers have attended a training course arranged |
the PNG LJS at Kagi.

Rotary InternationalThe aid post at Kagi was constructed by the Rotary Club of Australia.

SeventhDay Adventist Churcithe SDA Church has widespread, ongoing andaidgy influence. This
institution is both weHorganized and wellespected at all levels with its distrioffice in Efogi 2, national
office in Port Moresby, regional office in Audiaaand global headquarters in USA.

Third Level Airline®verall, people expressed a need for more frequent and cheaper (e.g. subsidized
services to Port Moresby to facilitate access to essential services.
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Table 6:The present situation at kgavillage (continued).

Structures and Processésontinued)

1 Tour Companie®verall, collaboration with tour companies was seen to be meeting the needs of the
GNB11SNET 62Nl Ay3a Yzailiteée GKNRdIdzZAK Y¢! Qa 1 C N
lighting and elementary schostationeries However, tour guide and ptar fees have not kept pace with
inflation and KTA conditions for local staffe not always followed, particularly: (i) loads less than 22.5 K
and (ii) return flight (or equivalent in cash) at end of each trek.

Internal structures and processeJheresidents of Kagi also interact with some important internal structy
and decisiormaking processes:

1 Clan Groupd:-andownership issues are dealt with by the leaders of the 4 patrilol@algroups. There are
no significant landownership disputes at present, and it has not been necessary for any clan to form
Incorporated Land Groups.

1 Communitybased mentorsThere are 2 KTA funded CBMs based in Kagi (both male). Communicatia
the KTA office is via VHF radio. The study teamaticheet the Kagi CBMs, and theerformance te
date was described as being ineffective due to limited commitment, as well as limited support from K

1 Local GovernmeniThe Kagi Ward Councillor is bddn Port Moresby, which makes communication with
village residentslifficult and communication with external agencies (e.g. KTA and LLG officers) easie
study team did not meet the ward development committee reggatatives (although the councillaras
invited to take part in the study).

1 SDA Church BoardThe SDA church pastor and board memtaesbased in Kagi; providing overall
3dZA R yOS 2y GKS @AftftF3S O2yaINBILGA2YyQa az20Al

Livelihood Strategies

Current strategiesKagi residents are well focused on feeding, housing and educating their family, as
contributing to their various clan and village obligations. Households are generally able to meet their
needs through:

1 Subsistence adtities (e.g. gardening, fishing / hunting as per SDA guidelines, collecting firewood for
cooking, and timber and bush materials for shelter);

1 Market sales in Port Moresby and Kagi (village porters often bring back goods from Port Moresby fo
in the vilage, and relatives in Port Moresby often assist with sale of badkikimsetc);

1 Parttime tourism related activities (there aredruesthouse successfully participating in the KTA
certification programme (1 pending corrective actions). However, noaststs now travel through Naduri
which has reduced villageased opportunities;

1 Remittances from relatives for ordf activities.

Previous income generation strategies are visible, namely:

1 Old mandarin orchards around houses are neglected due to Iddsyaad high transport costs. These
trees used to provide a valuable, seasonal household income;

1 Coffee plantings are also neglected due to high transport costs (nearest makkg}.isThe Koiari
Development Authority previously established a coffied at 17 Milewhich provided a welcome market
(now run down). Also, the SDA church does not encourage the habit of drinking coffee.

Proposed strategies:Meeting participantsrecommended the KTA Livelihoods Project assist the
community to develop a Livelihoods Plan with village leaders that:

1 Supports income generation activities (e.g. training in businessgpaaind management, guest house
management, tourism and hospitality, cultural centre for tourists)

1 Assists with prodction of local protein for households and tourists (e.g. poultry);

1 Assists with development of appropriate techniques that strengthen food security, and increase crop
for households, tourists and Port Moresby markets;

1 Secures funding support frometDistrict Services Improvement Program;
1 Ensures CBMs work for the community; rather thh@mselves;
1 Achieves concrete results; rather than raises expectations that cannot be delivered.
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Table 7:The present situation at Boridi, Davoi, Manumu, Marahd Milei villages.

2. BORIDI, DAVOI, MANUMU, MARABA AND MILEI VILLAGES
KOIARI LLG; WARD 15

Livelihood Assets

Financial resourcesBoridi, Davoi, Manumu, Maraba and Milei village residents source:

1 Most of their income from partime tourism related activities, mostly: portering and ward development
grants (from KTA) since the villages are some distance from the track

1 Market sales, namely: village products (e.g. vegetables, baskets, seasonaut®eto iPort Moresby
residents, and Port Moresby products (e.g. soap and rice) to village residents

1 Some funds for oneff activities (e.g. bride price and village projects) from relatives in Port Moresby.

Village residents have poor access to formal itréelg. banking or micrkfinance institutions) and informg
credit (e.g. savings clubs or money lenders).

W Market sales
(at Port Moresby

and village) B Formal sector

Hl Tourism (including ® Informal sector

KTA payments)
¥ No reliable acces
[ Remittances from o credit
family members in
town
Figure 32Main sources of village income Figure 33Village resident access to credit

Human resourcesManumu village was established during the colonial era, and the other villages follq
later. The total village population is around 500 (68 households) with an additional 1,000 people living
Moresby. Over the last 10 years, emigration has been sigintantly greater than immigration ¢55).

Education levels within the 5 villages are moderate with 23 secondary and 15 tertiary qualifications
experience is restricted to the tourism sector. There areguesthouseowners participating in the KT
certification programme, but one local tour company has been established.

Overall, male qualifications and work experience levels are greater than their female counterparts.

B Adults
® Schoolage = Persons (village,
children ® Persons (town)
= Non-school age
children
Figure 34Village resident age groups Figure35: Village residents and Port Mesby residents
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Table 7:The present situation at Boridi, Davoi, Manumu, Maraba and Milei villages (continued).

Livelihood Assetg¢continued)

Agriculture qualification

Agro industry experience
Forestry qualification

Tourism qualification Forestindustry experience

Tertiary qualification
Tourism industry experienct

Secondary qualificatior

0 5 10 15 0 50 100 150
®Women ® Men ® Women = Men
Figure36: Village resident qualifications Figure 37Village resident work experience

Natural resourcesThe 5 villages are located from around 600 to 1,400m. above sea level. The residiets
5 villagescomprise 8 clan groups. Their land is held under customary title, and contains large areas of
and secondary forest (for shiifig cultivation).

= Primary forest

B Customary title
W Secondary forest

= State title
= Grassland
= Freehold title
= Swamp
Figure38: Land cover Figure39: Land ownership

Physical resource3oridi, Davoi, Manumu, Maraba and Milgilage residents have access to:

l

1

Each household is responsible for securing its power supply. Currently no households have power.

Third level airstrips at Mdi, Davoi and Kagiith scheduled flights (around 3 flights per week) frivtifei
and Kagi to Port Moreshy. Scheduled airfares are currently 250 kina per person and 2.50 kina per ki

Elementary schools at Davoi and Maraba (poor condition) and Kagi (good condition);

Lower and upper primary school (good condition) at Kavovo (1 hour + walk). The school is in good
condition, but teachers not always there due to inadequate housing;

Aid post at Boridi (poor condition) and Kagi (good condition);
Secondary boarding school @bgeri and others in Port Moreshy;

Village VHF radio for communication with KTA at Milei and Davoi, but no mobile network (landownet
y2i | O0S LibfferRo eStdblBh anétivafkaalong the track, since some leaders are concerned
the negative effects of increased social networks on their community);

Gravity fed water supply systems at Davoi, Milei and Maraba.

Sogeri; bus to Port Moresby

Provincial market
(fly to Port Mortesby)

Provincial market (walk to

B PNG Power

o ® Own generator
District market

(walk to Sogeri)
= Own solar

Local market (none)

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

B No reliable access
to power

B Hours (average)

Figure40: Access to marketand services Figure41: Access to reliable power supply
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Table 7:The present situation at Boridi, Davoi, Manumu, Maraba and Milei villages (continued).

Structures and Processes

External structures and processehe residents of Boridi, Dav®lanumu, Maraba and Milei villages intera|
with a variety of external agencies, including:

1

Tourism Promotion AuthorityThe TPA has given tour guide training and completion certificates to 9
village youths.

Department of Environment & Conservatidrhereappears to be minimal understanding about Goal 3 ¢
the Kl Design Document, namellye wise use andonservation of the catchment protection area,
including the Kokoda Track and its natural and cultural resources and valilesugh there is a view tha
the track benefits trekkers more than landowners.

Kokoda Development Prografihe KDP has provided HIV/AIDS training and awareness.

Kokoda Track Authorityrhe nearest KTA ranger is based in Efogo(6+ walk) who communicates with
the KTA office viaNF radio. The ranger was not present during the study. The KTA ward developm
grants provide an additional source of incoriée Livelihoods / Micrbusiness Support Project has
provided 2 basic business/financial management trgjeiforCBMs. ThecurrentLivelihoods Project has
not worked with the 5 villages.g®ple have limited understanding about Livelihoods Project Plan (no
documents have been seen).

National governmentThe member for KairukHliri District is based in Port Moresby.

Subnationalgovernment The Koiari LLG office, KairdHiri District headquarters, and the Central
Province Administration are all based in Port Moresby. Overall, village residents have limited acces
District Service Improvement Program. Government reguiatithat restrict landowner ability to use thei
resources are also minimal.

Seventh Day Adventist Churcfhe SDA Church has widespread, ongoing andaddgy influence. This
institution is both weHorganized and wellespected at all levels with itdistrict office in Efogi 1, national
office in Port Moresby, regional office in Australia and global headquarters in USA.

Third Level Airline®verall, people expressed a need for more frequent and cheaper (e.g. subsidized
services to Port Moreshty facilitate access to essential services.

Tour CompaniesOverall, collaboration with tour companies was seen to be meeting the needs of the
GNB11SNAET 62NJ Ay Yz2adfteé GKNRdIzZAK Y¢! Qa +1 C NJ
kept pace with inflation, and KTA conditions for local staffnot always followed, particularly: (i) loads
less than 22.5 kg, and (ii) return flight (or equivalent in cash) at end of each trek.

Internal structures and processeshe residents of BoridDavoi, Manumu, Maraba and Milei villages a
interact with some important internal structures and decisimaking processes:

f

Clan Groupd:andownership issues are dealt with by the leaders of the 8 patrilineal clan groups. The
currently 5 landownetsip disputes at present between clans. It has not been necessary for any clan
form an Incorporated Land Groups formed.

Communitybased mentorsThereis 1 male KTA funded CBM (thenVCouncillor) based in Davoi
Communication with the KTA office is via VHF radibe CBMadvised he had attended 2 business
management training courses arranged by KTA in 2011 (at Efogi and Port Moresby). He has since
one 2day training session for 5 members of Davibage, and one trainee is now successfully selling
products from Port Moresby (e.g. noodles). Overall, his outputs to date have been minimal due to li
support from KTA and no work plan to follow.

Local Governmenfthe Ward Guncillor (alsdCBM) isbased in Davoi. He walked down to Kagi with war
development committee representatives to meet with the study team. His unusual decision to be ba
the village (rather than Port Moresby) was clearly popular with village representatives.

SDA ChurcBoard: The SDA church pastor and board members are based in Kagi; providing overall
JdzZA R yOS 2y GKS @Attt 3S O2yaANB3IFGA2yQa &az20Al
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Table 7:The present situation at Boridi, Davoi, Manumu, Maraba and Mileges (continued).

Livelihood Strategies

Current strategies:The residents of Boridi, Davoi, Manumu, Maraba and Milkages are well focused o
feeding, housing and educating their family, as well as contributing to their various clan and village oblig
Households are generally able to meet their priority needs through:

1 Subsistence activities (e.g. gardeninghiihg / hunting as per SDA guidelines, collecting firewood for
cooking, and timber and bush materials for shelter)

1 Market salesn Port Moresby and villag@illage porters often bring back goods from Port Moresby for 4
in the village, and relatives iPort Moresby often assist with sale of garden food, seasonal okari nuts,
bilums baskets etg)

1 Parttime tourism related activities, mostly portering since the 5 villages range from 2 to 10kms from
which restricts villagéased activities. There are goiesthouss participating in the KTA certification
programme

1 Remittances from relatives for oraf activities.

Proposed strategiesThe ward development committee representatives recommended tha& KiVelihoods
Project:

1 Support income generation activities (e.g. provide the commdnéged mentor with trairthe-trainer
support; increase guest house fees to keep pace with inflation; identify suitable cash crops; subsidiz
freight costs; establish busess arm in Port Moresby that investard developmenfunds for the future

(e.g. property, hotel)
1 Assists with protein production for households and tourists (e.g. livestock);
1 Communicate with ward developmenbmmittee and community representatives emsure all are on the
same page;
1 Link up with LLG plans to secure funding support from District Services Improvement Program;
Ensures CBMs receive adequate training, and fellpwraining;
1 Ensure tour operators do not work on the Sabbath.

=

Table 8:Thepresent situation at Naduri village.

3. NADURI VILLAGE
KOIARI LLG; WARD 16 (Kagi and Naduri village)

Livelihood Assets

Financial resourcesVaduri village residents source:

1 Most of their income from partime tourism related activities, includingortering, guest house
accommodation and meals, track maintenance and ward development grants (from KTA);

1 Some income comes from market sales, namely: village products (e.g. vegetables and baskets) to P
Moresbyresidentsand Port Moresby products (e.goap and rice) to village residents

1 Some funds for oneff activities (e.g. bride price and village projects) from relatives in Port Moreshy.
includes one vehicle workshop with hire cars.

Village residents have poor access to formal credit (e.g. banking or-finar@e institutions) and informa
credit (e.g. savings clubs or money lenders).

® Market sales (at
Port Moresby and
village) B Formal sector

B Tourism (including u Informal sector

KTA payments)
No reliable acces
Remittances from to credit
family members in
town
Figure 42Main sources of village income Figure 43Village resident access to credit
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Tale 8:The present situation at Naduri village (continued).

Livelihood Assets

Human resourcesNadui village was established around 50 years.afue total village population is arour
250 (36 households) with an additional 230 people living in Port Moresby. Over the last 10 yeangjration
has been significantly greater thannmigration ¢20).

Education levels within Naduri are low wit® $econdary qualifications. Work experience is restricted to
tourism sector. There is 1 community owngaiesthouse / campsite participating successfully in t
certification programme. This operation provides ptimie work foraround 7men and 5 waen in the village
There is one local tour company based in Port Moresby.

Overall, male qualifications and work experience levels are greater than their female counterparts.

B Adults

m Schoolage H Persons (village

children H Persons (town)

= Non-school age
children

Figure 44Village resident age groups Figure 45Village residents and Pdvtoresby residents

Agriculture qualification . .
9 q Agro industry experience

Forestry qualification

Tourism qualification Forestindustry experience

Tertiary qualification

T Tourism industry experienct
Secondary qualification Y exp

T T T T T T T T T T

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

B Women ™ Men

Figure 47Village resident work experience

B Women ™ Men

Figure46: Village resident qualifications

Natural resourcesNaduri is located around 1,400m. above sea level. Village residemtprise 3 clan groupg
Their land is held underustomary title, and contains primary forest, secondary forest and some grasslang

M Primary forest
M Secondary forest

™ Grassland

Figure 48Land cover

B Customary title
u State title

= Freehold title

Figure49: Land ownership

Physical resourcesyaduri village residents have access to:
1 Third level airstrip which provides charter flightsRort Moresby

1 Elementary school at Naduri (good conditipn)
1 Community health post at Naduri (good condition);
1

Lower and upper primary school at Kavovo (0.5 hour + walk). The school is in good condition, but tg
are not always there due to inadequdateusing;

1 Secondary boarding school at Sogeri and others in Port Moresby;
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Table 8:The present situation at Naduri village (continued).

Livelihood Assetg¢continued)

1

Each household is responsible for secuthejr power supply. Four householtiavesolar power for lighting.

Village VHF radio for communication with KTA and,oiino mobile network (landowners have not
I OOS LI S Roffeb th ebtallish & setwork along the track, since some leaders are concerned abo
negative effects of increased social networks on their community);

Clean, piped water from a gravitydeystem.

Provincial market (walk to
Sogeri; bus to Port Moresby

Provincial market

(fly to Port Mortesby) B PNG Power

= Own generator
District market

(walk to Sogeri)
Own solar

Local market (none) (for basic lighting)

H No reliable access

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 to power

E Hours

Figure50: Access to markets and services Figure51: Access to reliable power supply

Structures and Processes

External structures and processeShe residents of Naduri village interact with a variety of external agen
including:

1

Department of Environment & Conservatidrhere appears to be minimal understanding about Goal 3
the KI Design Document, namgeliye wise use andonservation of the catchment protection area,
including the Kokoda Track and its natural and cultural resources and vallilesugh there is a view that
the track benefits trekkers more than landowners.

Kokoda Development PrografheKDP has constructed a community health post at Naduri (KTF fund
the training of the government health worker).

Kokoda Track AuthorityThe nearest KTA ranger is based in Efogo(@+ walk) who communicates with
the KTA office via VHF radio. The Kagk maintenance prograrand ward development grants provide
an additional source of income. KTA has also provided a generator and PA Systdnivelihoods/Micro
business Support Project has provided 2 basic business/financial managemengsdmiBMs. The
current Livelihoods Project has worked with some Naduri village residents througt2 @BMs (refer
Section 4.3, page 4Mlowever, people have limited understanding about Livelihoods PrBjact (no
documentsseen).

Kokoda Track FoundatioKTF funded the training of a government health worker for the community
KSItaK LRado tKSe KI@S faz2z LINRBOARSR ff K2
training course on village baking for tourists at Efogi 2.

National governrent: The member for KairukHiri District is based in Port Moresby.

Subnational governmentThe Koiari LLG office, KairtiKiri District headquarters, and the Central
Province Administration are all based in Port Moresby. Overall, village residentkrhidee access to the
District Service Improvement Program. Government regulations that restrict landowner ability to usg
resources are also minimal.

Seventh Day Adventist Churcfhe SDA Church has widespread, ongoing andaidgy influence. Tis
institution is both weHorganized and wellespected at all levels with its distrioffice in Efogi 1, national
office in Port Moresby, regional office in Australia and global headquarters in USA.

Third Level Airline®©verall, people expressed aewfor more frequent and cheaper (e.g. subsidized) a
services to Port Moresby to facilitate access to essential services.

Tour Companieverall, collaboration with tour companies was seen to be meeting the needs of the
trekkers; working mostlythrad K Y¢! Q& +1 C NI RA2 ySiGg2N] @ hy §
for the elementary school. However, tour guide and porter fees have not kept pace with inflation, ang
conditions for local stff arenot always followed, particularly: (i) loadstethan 22.5 kg, and (i) return
flight (or equivalent in cash) at end of each trek.
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Table 8:The present situation at Naduri village (continued).

Structures and Processésontinued)

Internal structures and processedhe residents of Nadusiillage also interact with some important intern
structures and decisiemaking processes:

1 Clan Groupd:andownership issues are dealt with by the leaders of the 3 patrilineal clan groups. The
currently some landownership disputes between claltdias not been necessary for any clan to form a
Incorporated Land Groups formed.

1 Communitybased mentors:There are 2 KTA funded CBMs based in Naduri (1 male and 1 female).
Communication with the KTA office is via VHF radio. The CBMs have madessaoh¢heir basic
financial management training. The fem&@8Mhas helped women establish a market area for tourists
(previously within one guest house). The m@BMhas assisted guest house owners to better manage
cash flow and savings. Overall, their combined outputs to date have been minimal due to limited sup
from KTA and no work plan to follow.

1 Local Governmenifhe NaduriWard Councillor is based in Port Moresby, which makes communication
with village residentslifficult and communication with external agencies (e.g. KTA and LLG officers) €
The study team did not meet any ward development committee representatives(gh thecouncillor
was invited to take part in the study).

1 SDA Church BoardThe SDA church pastor ahdard members are based in Kagroviding overall
3dZA R yOS 2y GKS @AftftF3S O2y3aINBILGAZ2YyQa az20Al

Livelihood Strategies

Current strategiesThe residents of Naduri village are well focused on feeding, housing and educating
family, as well as contributing to their various clan and village obligations. Households are generally
meet their prority needs through:

1 Subsistence activities (e.g. gardening, fishing / hunting as per SDA guidelines, collecting firewood fo
cooking, and timber and bush materials for shelter);

1 Market sales in Port Moresby am¢hduri(village porters often bring back gas from Port Moresby for
sale in the village, and relatives in Port Moresby often assist with sale of garderbiiooag baskets etc);

1 Parttime tourism related activities (Naduri is on the main track);
1 Remittances from relatives for oradf activities;
Previous income generation strategies are also visible, namely:

1 Old mandarin orchards around houses are neglected due to low yields and high transport costs. Th
trees used to provide a valuable, seasonal household income

1 Coffee plantings are also neglected due to high transport costs (nearest makke}.isThe Koiari
Development Authority previously established a coffee mill at 17 Wiileeh provided a welcome market
(now run down). Also, the SDA church does not enageithe habit of drinking coffee.

Proposed strategiesMeeting participantsrecommended the KTA Livelihoods Project develop an achie
work plan that:

1 Supports income generation activities (e.g. provide training and felipwraining; subsidize freigluosts;
provide business staiip loans (people can contribute their savings); conduct market research to iden
what tourists want and what can be delivered (e.g. flowers, orchids, gifts, cakes, hot drinks); establig
centre for tourists)

1 Assistawith protein production for households and tourists (e.g. poultry);

1 Ensures CBMs receive adequate training, and fellpwraining to build local capacity.
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Table 9:The present situation at Efogi No 1 and Efogi No 2 villages.

4. EFOGI No. 1 and 2 VILLAGE
KOIARI LLG; WARD 17 (Efogi 1, Efogi 2, Envilogo, Hailogo)

Livelihood Assets

Financial resourcesThe residents of Efogi 1 and Efogi 2 (Launumu) source:

1 Most of their income from partime tourism related activities, including: portering, guest housarpsite
accommodation and meals, track maintenance and ward development grants (from KTA);

1 Some income comes from market sales, namely: village products (e.g. vegetables and baskets) to H
Moresbyresidentsand Port Moresby products (e.g. soap and rtoeyillage residents

1 Some funds for oneff activities (e.g. bride price and village projects) from relatives in Port Moresby.

Village residents have poor access to formal credit (e.g. banking or-fiaree institutions) and informg
credit (e.g. savings clubs or money lenders).

® Market sales (at
Port Moresby and
village) B Formal sector

B Tourism (including
KTA payments)

® Informal sector

¥ No reliable access

¥ Remittances from to credit
family members in
town
Figure 52Main sources of village income Figure 53Village resident access to credit

Human resourcesEfogi 1 and Efogi 2 were established in the 1920s when people moved down to the
Creek ad the Efogi River where thelthurch pastor was located. The total population is around 400
households) with an additional 800 people living in Port Moreshy.

Education levels within Efogi 1 and Efogi 2 are moderate with 17 secondary qualifications and 7
qualifications. Vérk experience is restricted to the tourism sector. There aregibsthouse/campsites
participating successfully in the KTA certification programme, which providdipertwvork for village resident
(around 50% female). There is one local tour compEased at Efogi 2.

Overall, male qualifications and work experience levels are greater than their female counterparts.

B Adults
® Schoolage ® Persons (village,
children H Persons (town)
= Nonschool age
children
Figure 54Village resident age groups Figure 55Village residents and Port Moresby residents
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Table 9:The present situation d@fogi No 1 and Efogi No 2 villages (continued).

Livelihood Assets

Agriculture qualification
Forestry qualification
Tourism qualification

Tertiary qualification

Secondary qualificatior

0 5 10 15 20

¥ Women ™ Men

Figure56: Village resident qualifications

Agro industry experience

Forestindustry experienct

Tourism industry experienct

0 20 40 60 80

B Women ® Men

Figure 57Village resident work experience

Natural resourcesEfogi 1 and Efogi 2 are located around 1,200m. alseeelevel. Village residents comprise
clan groups. Their land is held under customary title, and contains large areas of primary and secondal
(for shifting cultivation) radiating out from the 2 villages.

M Primary forest

M Secondary forest

Figure 58Land cover

B Customary title
H State title

= Freehold title

Figure59: Land ownership

Physical resource€fogi 1 and Efogi 2 village residents have access to:

9 Third level airstrip which provides scheduled flights (around 3 flights per week) and charter flights to
Moresby. Scheduled airfares are currently 250 kina esgn and 2.50 kina per kilogram;

= =4 =4 =4

1 Clean, piped water from a gravity fed system (some maintenance needed)

Each household is responsible for securing its own power supply. All households have a small solar
lighting (donated by KTF), and 5 have their own generator.

Elementary and primary (lower and upper) schools at Efogi 1 (good congition)
Community health centre with maternal care at Efogi 1 (good condition);
Secondary boarding school at Sogeri and others in Port Moresby;

Village VHF radio for communication with KTA and DoH, but no mobile network (landowners have n(
I OOS LI S Roffes th ebtallish & tefwork along the track, since some leaders are concerned abo
negative effects of increased social networks on theimmunity);

Provincial market
(fly to Port Mortesby)

Provincial market (walk to
Sogeri; bus to Port Moresby

District market
(walk to Sogeri)

Local market (none)

0O 5 10 15 20 25 30

M Hours

Figure60: Access to markets and services

B PNG Power
= Own generator
= Own solar

(for basic lighting)

 No reliable access
to power

Figure61: Access to reliable power supply
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Table 9:The present situation at Efogi No 1 and Efogi No 2 villages (continued).

Structures and Processes

External structures and processesThe residents of Efodi and Efogi 2 interact with a variety of exterr]
agencies, including:

1

AusAlDThe Community Development Scheme funded the village water supply systems at Efogi 1 af
2.

Department of Environment & Conservatiorhere appears to be minimal understiing about Goal 3 of
the Kl Design Document, namellye wise use andonservation of the catchment protection area,
including the Kokoda Track and its natural and cultural resources and valillesugh, DEC staff arrived i
2010 to discuss naturaésaurce management issuesheyhave not returned or provided any folloup
Information

Kokoda Development Prograifihe KDP provided the materials for the village water supply system,
elementary school classroom, and health centre at Efogi 1 (KTF is fuineiepmentary teacher and
health worker).

Kokoda Track AuthorityThere are 2 KTA rangers based in Efogi (one is supposed to be stationed at
who communicate with the KTA office via VHF radio. There is a KTA office at Efogi 1 (rented from th
village). The 2 rangers were not present during the study. The KTA track maintenance @odnamard
development grants provide an additional source of income. Overall, people have limited understang
about Livelihoods Project Plan (no documents have (seem).

The Livelihoods/Micrdousiness Support Project has provided 2 basic business/financial management
trainings for the CBMs. The current Livelihoods Prdjestworked with some Efogi village residents
through thar 2CBM, often using Efodl as the training centre for Central ProvinGée project is also
establishing a drying room enterprise at the elementary school and basiagmill projectat Efogi (refer
Section 4.3page 47)In spite of this, people have limited understanding abthat Livelihoods Project Plal
(no documents have been seen).

Kokoda Track FoundatioKTF is currently paying the elementary teacher and health worker until thes
LR2AAGAZ2YyA KFa 0SSy 0a2NDPSR o0& GKS 3I23SNYyevabBy
LINE GARSR a2YS I L+k! L5{ LISSNI gl NBySaa IyR NJ
tourists at Efogi 2, as well as some school fee subsidies for top students.

National governmentThe member for Kairuktliri District is based in Pavoresby.

Subnational governmentThe Koiari LLG office, Kairtiliri District headquarters, and the Central
Province Administration are all based in Port Moresby. Overall, village residents have limited acces
District Service Improvement Progna Government regulations that restrict landowner ability to use th
resources are also minimal.

Rotary InternationalThe primary school at Efogi 1 was funded by the Rotary Club of Australia.

Seventh Day Adventist Churcfhe SDA Church has widespteangoing and dayo-day influence. This
institution is both weHorganized and wellespected at all levels with its distrioffice in Efogi 2, national
office in Port Moresby, regional office in Australia and global headquarters in USA.

Third LeveAirlines:Overall, people expressed a need for more frequent and cheaper (e.g. subsidized
services to Port Moreshy to facilitate access to essential services.

Tour CompanieOverall, collaboration with tour companies was seen to be meeting theseéthe
GNB{{1SNART ¢2NJAy3 Yzadte GKNRIdAK Y¢! Qa 1 C NI
kept pace with inflation, and KTA conditions for local staff were not always followed, particularly: (i) |
less than 22.5 kg, and (i) teh flight (or equivalent in cash) at end of each trek.
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Table 9:The present situation at Efogi No 1 and Efogi No 2 villages (continued).

Structures and Processésontinued)

Internal structures and processesthe residents of Efogi 1 and Efdjivillages also interact with som
important internal structures and decisiemaking processes:

1

Clan Groupd:-andownership issues are dealt with by the leaders of the 4 patrilot@algroups. There are
currently no significant landownership disputes. It has not been necessary for any clan to form an
Incorporated Land Groups formed.

Communitybased mentors:There are 2 KTA funded CBMs based in Efogi 1 (1 male and 1 femalm)ea
male CBM based in Efogi 2. Communication with the KTA office is via VHF radio. All three CBMs |
participated well in the various KTA trainings, many of which have been held at Efogi 2 (central locat
Overall, theiroutputs to date have beebetter than the other CBMs.

Local Governmenithe Ward Councillor is based in Port Moresby, which makes communication with
village residentslifficult and communication with external agencies (e.g. KTA and LLG officers) easie
study team did not met any ward development committee representatives (althoughabancillorwas
invited to take part in the study).

SDA Church BoardThe SDA church pastor and board members are based in Efogi 1 (district HQ);
providing overall guidance onthe vilage @NB 3 G A2y Qa &d20ALF f X LIK&aAo

Livelihood Strategies

Current strategies:The residents of Efogi 1 and Efogi 2 are well focused on feeding, housing and ed
their family, as well as contributing to their various ckmd village obligations. Households are generally ¢
to meet their priority needs through:

1

f

Previous incomegeneration strategies are also visible, namely:

f

Subsistence activities (e.g. gardening, fishing / hunting as per SDA guidelines, collecting firewood fg
cooking, and timber and bush materials for shelter)

Market sales in Port Moreshy and village (village porters often bring back goods from Port Moresby 1
in the villageand relatives in Port Moresby often assist with sale of garden foibeins baskets etg)

Parttime tourism related activities (Efod and 2 are on the main track). There aregL®&sthouss /
campsites participating successfully in the KTA certification programme. There is also one local tou
company based at Efogj 2

Remittances from relatives for oraff activities

Old mandarin orchards around houses are neglected due to low yields and high transport costs. Th
trees used to provide a valuable, seasonal household income

Coffee plantings are also neglected due tghhiransport costs (nearest marketlisg. The Koiari
Development Authority previously established a coffee mill at 17 Wiileeh provided a welcome market
(now run down). Also, the SDA church does not encourage the habit of drinking coffee.

Proposed stategies:Meeting participantsecommended the KTA Livelihoods Project::

1

Supports income generation activities (e.g. provide training and fellpwraining; subsidize freight costs;
provide smalbusiness startip loans;establish community catering cemtfor tourists usindocal
produce);

Assist the community establish a landowner company that looks after community affairs and ¢idsliho
using revenue from trekking;

Ensures CBMs receive adequate training, and fellpvraining to build local capacity;
Establish livelihoods resourcentre at Efogi 1 that provides a focal point for the community and trekke
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Table 10The present situation dflanarivillage.

5. MANARNILLAGE
KOIARI LLG; WARD W&ari, Nauro 1, Nauro 2, loribaiva, Madilogo

Livelihood Assets

Financial resourcesThe residents oManari(No 1 and 2) source:

1 Most of their income from partime tourism related activities, including: portering, guest house / camp
accommodation and meals, track maintenance and ward developmr@nts (from KTA);

1 Some income comes from market sales, namely: village products (e.g. vegetables and baskets) to H
Moresbyresidentsand Port Moresby products (e.g. soap and rice) to village residents. There is one f3
owned trade store (established with stanp funding from KTAvard development funds

1 Some funds for oneff activities (e.g. bride price and village projects) fnatatives in Port Moresby.

Village residents have poor access to formal credit (e.g. banking or-fiar@e institutions) and informg
credit (e.g. savings clubs or money lenders).

B Market sales (at
Port Moresby and
village)

B Tourism (including
KTA payments)

B Formal sector

® Informal sector

= Remittances from
family members in
town

H Trade store

¥ No reliable acces
to credit

Figure 62Main sources of village income Figure 63Village residnt access to credit

Livelihood Assets

Human resourcesManari village was established in the 1930s. The total population is around 400 wi
additional 500 people living in Port Moresby.

Village resident qualifications are moderate with 8 secondary qualifications and 6 tertiary qualifications
experience is restricted to the tourism sector. There are 7 family owned vijagsthouse / campsites
participating successfully in the K§desthousecertification program, which provide patime work for village
residents (around 50% female). There is also one local tour company based in Port Moresby.

Overall, male qualifications and work experience levels are greater than their femaleegoarts.

B Adults

B Schoolage H Persons (village;

children B Persons (town)

® Non-school age
children

Figure 64Village resident age groups Figure 65Village residents and Port Moresby residents
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Livelihood Assetg¢continued)

Agriculture qualification
Forestry qualification
Tourism qualification

Tertiary qualification

Secondary qualificatior

0 2 4 6 8 10

® Women ™ Men

Figure66: Village resident qualifications

Agro industry experience

Forestindustry experience

Tourism industry experienct

0 20 40 60 80

® Women ® Men

Figure 67Village resident work experience

Natural resourcesManariis located around 800m. above sea level. Village residemtgprise 1 clan group
Their land is held under customary title, and contains large areas of primary and secondary forest (for

cultivation) radiating out from the 2 villages.

M Primary forest

W Secondary forest

Figure 68Land cover

B Customary title
= State title

= Freehold title

Figure69: Land ownership

Physical resourcedanarivillage residents have access to:

9 Third level airstrip which provides scheduled flights (around 3 flights per week) and charter flights to
Moresby. Scheduled airfares are currently 250 kina per person and 2.50 kina per kilogram;

= =4 =4 =4

Elementary and primary (lower and upper) schoolManari (adequate condition)

Aid post (adequate condition) with maternal care (poor conditioriylahari;

Secondary boarding school at Sogeri and others in Port Moresby;

Village VHF radio for communication with KTA (nélgedamagedl and DoH, but no molgilnetwork

0t YR28YSNE KI @S offe? th estaliish & hdiwSrRaloBghttg ira0kS dinfedsome leader
are concerned about the negative effects of increased social networks on their community);

1 Clean, piped water from a gravity fed system.

Eachhousehold is responsible foesuring itsown power supply. Around 75% households have a small

panel for lighting (donated by KTF).

Provincial market
(fly to Port Mortesby)

Provincial market (walk to
Sogeri; bus to Port Moresby’

District market
(walk to Sogeri)

Local market (none)

0 5 10 15 20 25

B Hours

Figure 70 Access to markets and services

B PNG Power
= Own generator
= Own solar

(for basic lighting)

 No reliable access
to power

Figure71: Access to reliable power supply
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