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Background 
In September 2002, data from the WILD/EEU Survey was collated and entered into an SPSS 
package. In order for WILD to conduct any further focused analysis and provide feedback to 
various stakeholders, the data set needs to be reduced in accordance with WILD’s focus and 
cross tabulation needs to be carried out.  
 

Aim of the analysis 
The aim of the analysis outlined in the TOR is to produce a concise data set based on WILD 
priorities for use by members of the WILD team. This data set will be clearly presented 
through the production of tables and graphs and accompanied by explanatory text detailing 
aspects of the analysis.  
 

Objectives for the consultancy:  
Comment on the quality of the data (relevant written information from University of 
Namibia to be provided to the consultant prior to the start of the consultancy).  
Conduct an analysis of the specific survey questions/areas provided according to five key 
themes (refer to Section 1.7).  
Present the initial findings of this analysis to the WILD researchers in a form they can 
readily use. On the basis of this and subsequent discussion with WILD produce a final 
report, to include an analysis of the purposive sample sets for Kunene and Caprivi and an 
analysis of select survey questions in relation to an agreed set of socio-economic groups 
(identified across the sample, but with particular reference to the purposive samples). 
Special attention must be made to present the data in an unambiguous way and supported 
by tables and, where appropriate, graphs. The intention is to use the data summaries and 
graphs etc. in a final WILD Project report.  
The consultant will also be required to identify and present any other significant findings 
not currently identified by WILD, but that may be of significance to other CBNRM 
stakeholders.  

 
Organisation of consultancy  

The scope of work will involve two phases. The first phase will aim to present the basic 
statistical findings of the survey (in reference to the themes identified in Section 1.7) at a 
national, regional and conservancy level. In collaboration with WILD staff and through 
building on initial findings, the second phase will involve disaggregating the sample into 
socio-economic groups. The second phase of work will then analyse the survey findings in 
terms of different socio-economic groups. The first phase of this work will be completed 
before the next WILD planning session (week 4th December 2002). The second phase of 
work will be completed by the end of January 2003.  
 

Outputs for consultancy  
The output from phase 1 will include a summary of findings according to key questions 
(identified in Section 1.7) presented at national, regional and conservancy levels. A second 
output from phase 1 will include a detailed work plan and structure for the output of phase 2. 
The final output will be a single report with appendices of tables and graphs presenting the 
data verbatim. The report will include the following:  

An overview of the methodology used 
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1.6 

1.7 

1.7.1 Demographics 

1.7.2 Livelihoods 

1.7.3 

A description of the strengths, weaknesses, limitations of the data set (in accordance with 
the inconsistency reports provided by University of Namibia) 

 
The main body of the document will be divided into: 
 1) an overview and presentation of data that lends itself easily to aggregation across the 

two study regions;  
 2) presentation of key findings separated into Kunene and Caprivi;  
 3) presentation of key findings for each of seven conservancies; and  
 4) a section dealing with the socio-economic groups and subsequent analysis, particularly 

in relation to the purposive sample. 
Appendices: these will include the tables of the data presented in the main document.  
 

Timing of consultancy 
The deadline for the presentation of preliminary analysis (phase 1 material) to WILD is no 
later than the week beginning 4th December 2002. During this week the consultant must meet 
with the WILD researchers to discuss the draft and the exact focus of phase 2. The output 
from phase 2 will be due the end January 2003. A maximum of 27 days will be allocated to 
this consultancy.  
 

List of questions for analysis  
There are five key areas:  
 

 
Basic information is needed relating to household demographics. Included here should be 
summaries of the age and gender structure of households (i.e. female-headed etc.) and the 
educational standards of heads of households.   
 

 
Livelihood data should be presented in terms of the following: occupations/employment (A+ 
B etc.); conservancy; tourism; own enterprise; other government etc.; also fishing etc.;  
information on livestock keeping (% people involved; numbers of cattle and goats; income 
levels from sales; number of purchases; reasons for sales (i.e. education, health); livestock 
losses; contribution of livestock to livelihoods and incomes (ranked top three scores)); 
cropping (% involved in cropping and gardens; incomes from crop sales (split grain and 
vegetables); reasons for sales, ranking top 3; and losses to wildlife; stock); and natural 
resources (contribution to livelihoods; % consumed versus % sales, also ranked (top scores)).  
 

Natural resource use 
Human Wildlife Conflict (not addressed in 2 above): livestock – % animals killed by 
predators, by type; arable agriculture and irrigation – % crops destroyed wild animals; types 
of PA; living conditions index (rating) – protection of livestock from wildlife and protection 
of crops; wild food (hunting and edible plants); craft making (rank in livelihoods); 
contribution of palm (Q. 94); fishing – answers to 22, 100 and 116 and 117; rank wildlife use 
(Q. 24), answers to 98, 99, 101, 102, 103, 104 and 118; edible plants (answer to 96); impact 
of conservancy on wild food use (N.B. consultant to check whether there is any useful or 
significant data here).  
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1.7.4 

1.7.5 

Conservancy performance  
Information relating to conservancy performance: 
Part 1: Qs. 43 to 53, especially 52 and 53; basic statistics on knowledge of constitutions, 
management plans, etc; advantages and disadvantages. 
Part 2: Living conditions index: questions 172 to 190, especially 178, 183, 186, 189 and 190 – 
assuming that we can conduct a simple statistics analysis of this section.  
 
Beneficiary group samples for Caprivi and Kunene (otherwise known as purposive sample for 
Caprivi):   
The main issue here is to see if ‘elites are capturing benefits’. Need to look at what socio-
economic group the sample fits into and their education levels, also what contribution their 
conservancy payment is making to their livelihoods. The total sample needs to be categorised 
into different socio-economic groups (see 4 below), then check the beneficiary sample against 
these groups to identify trends and to compare with regional averages etc.  
Advantages and disadvantages of conservancy: can a comparison be done between the 
beneficiary samples and the other samples to see if there is a big difference?   
 

Socio-economic groups based on wealth and other difference indicators  
a) gender 
c) educational attainment level of household heads 
c) socio-economic indicators: income levels (including remittances); livestock holdings; asset 
holdings (capital goods); crop sales; and/or employment type.  
 
We need to be able to compare across groups which are identified on the basis of these 
criteria. Details on the exact divisions between indicators (i.e. livestock holding) will be 
supplied before the end of phase 1. Comparisons between regional averages and different 
socio-economic groups and various opportunities (see below) will form the focus of the 
analysis here.  
  
1. Employment/occupations (conservancy, tourism, tourist related enterprises) 
2. Conservancy advantages/disadvantages 
3. Wildlife/NR ranking (who is most dependant – rich or poor?): are there variations in terms 
of use of the different NRs and wealth groups? 
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Other materials and data: 
Please refer to www.dea.met.gov.na for further details.  
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