
Appendix 2. VULNERABILITY ASSESSMENT ACCORDING TO WELL-BEING DIMENSIONS 

WELL-BEING 
DIMENSION 

ASSOCIATED 
VALUE 

 

BENEFITS COSTS  VULNERABILITY ANALYSIS 

Freedom of 
choice  

Socio-cultural 
values/nutritional 
values 

Me/my family prefer wildmeat among other proteins 
I have the freedom to do activities related to wildlife (e.g., 
hunting) 

Opportunity cost: Me/my family has been forced to do 
things to avoid wildlife crop/livestock raiding (e.g., 
constant guards, school abandonment, increased wood 
harvesting for fences)   

 
 
 
Responses by frequency (e.g., 
never, sometimes, often, always) 
 
Responses by level of affectation 
(e.g., none, low, medium, high) 

 
Identification of risks under current 
and new scenarios (benefits 
forgone, new costs, dimensions 
affected) 
 
Disaggregation by gender/age: Who 
bears more of the cost? Who 
perceives more benefits from the 

value? (Women, men, men, and 
women equally, children) Are some 
costs/values only perceived by 
women? (See Ogra 2008) 
 
 
 
 

 

Material well-
being 

Material benefits 
(income) derived 
from use values 

Wildmeat trade/wildlife tourism is an important source of 
income for my household 
 (% of household income derived from wildlife related 
activities or transactions) 

Direct costs: At my home income has decreased due to 
conflicts with wild animals  
Me/my relatives have skipped job due to conflicts with 
wild animals 

Material values Me/my family use wildlife parts as materials for personal 
use or economic activities (e.g., handicrafts, fertilizers) 

Direct costs: The infrastructure of my home has suffered 
due to conflicts with wild animals 

Food security Nutritional values Wildmeat is an important source of food/protein for my 
household (% of household daily protein intake derived 
from wildmeat) 

Direct costs: At my home the availability/quality of food 
has decreased due to crop/livestock raiding by wild 
animals 

Health  Medicinal values Me/my family use wildlife or wildlife parts as medicine Direct costs: Me/my relatives have been injured by wild 
animals  
Me/my relatives have been sick due to the overwork 
required to compensate loses caused by wild animals 
(e.g., repairing fences, replanting crops, extra work to 
compensate economic loses) 

Social well-

being  

Socio-cultural 

values 

In my community:  We share cultural beliefs related to 

wild animals 
It is a taboo/prohibition to hunt/eat certain animals 
We hunt animals for rituals 
We share wildmeat with relatives and friends 
Hunters go to collective hunting trips 
Hunters/wildlife rangers hold an elevated social status 
We share time with friends/relatives preparing wildmeat 
dishes 

 

Indirect costs: The relationships between my family/my 

community have been deteriorated due to conflicts with 
wild animals 
Me/my family have not been able to receive 
compensation/support from the authorities in cases of 
conflict with wild animals 
 
New costs under interventions (e.g., hunting prohibition): 
hunters stigmatization, pressure to inform on hunters in 

the community (Strong and Silva 2020) 



 

Dimensions adapted from: (Narayan et al. 2000, Strong and Silva, 2020) 

 

 

Psychological 
wellbeing 

Psychological- 
wellbeing 
value/non-use 
values/recreational 
values 

I enjoy hunting 
I enjoy wildlife watching 
I feel good knowing that wildlife exists and is conserved 

Indirect costs: Me/my relatives have constant fear of 
wildlife 
Me/my family have experienced grief due to a loss of a 
relative or a traumatic experience caused by wild animals 


