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INTRODUCTION

Background and Rationale

Climate and disaster risk finance and insurance (CDRFI) is one of the most viable options that 
vulnerable countries such as the Philippines can consider in effectively dealing with the financial 
costs and shocks of the damages and losses from the negative impacts of climate-induced 
rapid and slow-onset events. CDRFI, as a climate adaptation and mitigation approach, creates 
a space where vulnerable communities can prepare and build back, if not build back better, by 
ensuring the availability of resources necessary to recover from potential losses. The Philippines 
has exerted great effort in this regard, with the Department of Finance and the Climate Change 
Commission leading the charge. However, there remains much to be done. 

Other interest groups, such as the Department of Agriculture, cooperatives with other insurance 
providers, local government units, community organizations, academe, and civil society groups, 
have been pushing for their unique, sector-specific approaches. These groups collectively 
contribute to the enrichment of the discussions on CDRFI, consequently contributing to the 
refinement of policymaking, product design, and the implementation schemes of CDRFI. 
In particular, they have recognized the need to examine the effectiveness of climate finance, 
technology, and capacity-building, along with the necessity of generating insights on the climate 
finance life cycle and the delivery of climate finance at the local level. Focus has also been 
directed toward the alignment of climate finance with the climate financing needs identified 
by local governments and other stakeholders; national and local enabling policies that provide 
incentives for the effective mobilization of climate finance to address the priority needs; and 
institutional arrangements and capacities to effectively mobilize, deliver, and monitor climate 
finance.

The multi-actor partnership (MAP) project specifically seeks to capture these discussions 
and bring them forward toward a bigger platform, such as that provided by the InsuResilience 
Global Partnership and other regional insurance. To formally start the MAP implementation in 
the Philippines, the Institute for Climate and Sustainable Cities, in partnership with the Regional 
Climate Change R&D Center–Visayas State University (VSU) and with the support of the Munich 
Climate Insurance Initiative, has organized a series of local inception workshops, particularly in 
Haiyan-affected areas. 
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Objectives

The main objective of the local inception workshops is to generate locally based information 
that will serve as the basis for the development of pipeline climate and disaster risk financing 
projects for Haiyan-affected areas and analyze the local landscape for effective implementation 
(finance, technology, and capacity-building), including the investment costs of priority adaptation 
and mitigation actions. The specific objectives are as follows:

a. To establish a MAP community of practice in Haiyan-affected areas in the Visayas;
b. To brainstorm with various local stakeholders regarding their views, perceptions, and 

experiences on CDRFI; 
c. To determine the climate and disaster risk financing needs of local governments and 

other stakeholders, including the effective technology transfer and development and 
capacity building, to address the impacts of climate change; and

d. To collectively plan the next steps in furthering the partnership with local stakeholders 
for the tangible implementation of CDRFI. 
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METHODS

In achieving the objectives of the study, local focus group discussions (FGDs) were conducted 
in the vulnerable provinces of Eastern Samar and Leyte in Eastern Visayas. Key informant 
interviews (KIIs) were also carried out to obtain the views of cooperatives. The surveys were 
guided by three overarching guide questions:

a. How are the major livelihoods in local communities affected by climate hazards and 
how do these communities cope with the resulting financial losses?

b. What could be the potential role of climate and disaster risk finance in enhancing the 
resilience of households in particular and communities in general? 

c. How can a MAP community of practice be established and operationalized for the 
effective and sustainable implementation of climate and disaster risk finance? 

The key survey questions are as follows:
 

a. What is CDRFI and how does it translate at the local and grassroots levels?
b. What are the existing local policies, arrangements, and practices for CDRFI?
c. What are the local communities’ priority financing climate adaptation and mitigation 

actions for CDRFI?
d. How can CDRFI be effectively and sustainably implemented?
e. What is a MAP and how can it be formed and managed to become effective for CDRFI?

Study Sites

Given the limitations posed by the COVID-19 pandemic, the selected sites were the areas with 
contact persons who can serve as field coordinators in the FGDs and KIIs, those whose LGUs 
were willing to participate and help in organizing the activities, and those affected by super 
typhoon Haiyan. Specifically, the study sites included Tacloban City, the municipality of Palo, 
and Ormoc City in Leyte Province and the municipalities of Guiuan, Salcedo, Quinapondan, and 
Lawaan in Eastern Samar (Fig. 1). The City of Baybay in Leyte was also covered in the KII survey 
for cooperatives.
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FIGURE 1. DISTRIBUTION OF STUDY SITES IN THE PROVINCES OF LEYTE AND EASTERN SAMAR, 
EASTERN VISAYAS (REGION 8, PHILIPPINES).

Data Collection and Analysis

Formation of field survey team

Under the limitations brought about by the COVID-19 pandemic, the field survey teams were 
formed and composed of field coordinators and survey assistants. The formation of the field 
survey teams was based on established linkages with individuals who previously served as 
researchers and those who participated in the conferences and training activities of the Climate 
Change R&D Center of the VSU. The selected field coordinators have been trained in and possess 
sufficient experience in organizing and conducting FGDs and KIIs, especially those involving 
local government officials, households, people’s organizations (POs), and other stakeholders.

Data Collection

FGDs and KIIs were used in the data collection. Guided by the strict implementation of health 
protocols, a small face-to-face group discussion was organized in each study site, with the 
key participants purposely identified for the interest of the study. The selected participants for 
the FGDs included representatives from civil society organizations (CSOs), local government 
officials and department staff (LGUs), non-government organizations (NGOs), POs, the youth 
sector, and the business sector. The leaders of cooperatives were chosen as key informants 
in the KIIs. A survey questionnaire was developed and pretested for the FGD sessions, and an 
interview questionnaire was prepared for the KIIs (Annexes 1 and 2).

A total of 76 participants representing seven local sectors participated in the FGD sessions 
in the Leyte and Eastern Samar sites (Table 1). Specifically, 39 (51.3%) of the 76 participants 
came from the Eastern Samar Province sites, and 37 (48.7%) were from the province of Leyte. 
Most of the participants came from various LGUs (65.8%) and the youth sector (13.2%). A few 
represented CSOs (5.3%), NGOs (6.6%), POs (3.9%), and the business sector (2.6%). Tables 2 and 
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3 show the distribution of participants for each sector per site in the Leyte and Eastern Samar 
provinces. Note that only the LGU sectors are represented in all study sites as they are the main 
organization that provided support in identifying and inviting participants from the key sectors 
in their respective communities. The other sectors are represented in one or more sites but 
not in others because of the COVID-19 pandemic. For example, in Eastern Samar (Table 2), the 
municipality of Salcedo was best represented in terms of number. However, no representatives 
from the business, PO, and academe sectors were able to join the FGDs. In the municipality of 
Palo, Leyte (Table 3), representatives from the business, NGO, and youth sectors were also not 
able to participate.

Under strict health protocols, the small face-to-face FGD sessions were conducted using prepared 
meta cards that were posted on a board. The meta-cards were used to obtain the participant’s 
responses to the prepared guide questions (Annex 1). When the posted responses required 
clarifications, the participants provided further explanations (Fig. 2). One online FGD session in 
Ormoc City was conducted using the Zoom platform as the city’s unfavorable COVID-19 situation 
was not conducive to a face-to-face session. The host LGU helped coordinate the participants 
from various sectors to join the virtual session. The KII for cooperatives was set up with four key 
respondents who were designated leaders of their respective organizations (Table 4).

TABLE 1. DISTRIBUTION OF FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION (FGD) PARTICIPANTS BY PROVINCE AND 

Sector Eastern Samar 
Province Leyte Province Total

No. %* No. %* No. %**

Local Government Unit (LGU) 26 52 24 48 50 65.8

Civil Society Organization (CSO) 3 75 1 25 4 5.3

Business Sector 2 100 - 2 2.6

Non-government Organization (NGO) 4 80 1 20 5 6.6

People’s Organization (PO) - 3 100 3 3.9

Youth Sector 3 30 7 70 10 13.2

Academe 1 50 1 50 2 2.6

Total 39 51.3*** 37 48.7*** 76 100

PARTICIPATING SECTOR, SEPTEMBER 2021.
*% - PERCENT OF TOTAL PER SECTOR 
**% - PER SECTOR PERCENT OF TOTAL OF ALL SECTORS IN ALL SITES 
*** - PER PROVINCE PERCENT OF TOTAL OF ALL SECTORS IN ALL SITES



9

Enhancing Resilience of Vulnerable Local Communities Through Multi-Actor Partnership for CDRFI

TABLE 2. DISTRIBUTION OF FGD PARTICIPANTS PER SITE AND SECTOR IN THE PROVINCE OF EASTERN 
SAMAR, SEPTEMBER 2021.

Sector Guiuan Salcedo Lawaan Quinapondan Total

No. %* No. %* No. %* No. %* No. %**

Local Government Unit (LGU) 6 23.1 9 34.6 7 26.9 4 15.4 26 66.7

Civil Society Organization 
(CSO)

- 1 33.3 2 66.7 - 3 7.7

Business Sector 2 100 - - - 2 5.1

Non-government 
Organization (NGO)

1 25 3 75 - - 4 10.2

People’s Organization (PO) - - - - - -

Youth Sector - 1 33.3 - 2 66.7 3 7.7

Academe 1 100 - - - 1 2.6

Total 10 25.6*** 14 35.9*** 9 23.1*** 6 15.4*** 39 100

*% - PERCENT OF TOTAL PER SECTOR
**% - PER SECTOR PERCENT OF TOTAL OF ALL SECTORS IN ALL SITES
***PER SITE PERCENT OF TOTAL OF ALL SECTORS IN ALL SITES

TABLE 3. DISTRIBUTION OF FGD PARTICIPANTS PER SITE AND SECTOR IN THE PROVINCE OF LEYTE, 
SEPTEMBER 2021.

Sector Palo Ormoc Tacloban Total

No. %* No. %* No. %* No. %**

Local Government Unit (LGU) 8 33.3 13 54.2 3 12.5 24 64.9

Civil Society Organization 
(CSO)

1 100 - - 1 2.7

Business Sector - - - -

Non-government Organization 
(NGO)

- 1 100 - 1 2.7

People’s Organization (PO) 1 33.3 - 2 66.7 3 8.1

Youth Sector - - 7 7 18.9

Academe 1 100 - - 1 2.7

Total 11 29.7*** 14 37.8*** 12 32.4*** 37 100

*% - PERCENT OF TOTAL PER SECTOR
**% - PER SECTOR PERCENT OF TOTAL OF ALL SECTORS IN ALL SITES
***PER SITE PERCENT OF TOTAL OF ALL SECTORS IN ALL SITES
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FIGURE 2. FGD SESSION USING META CARDS FOR RESPONSES (LEFT); LGU OFFICER ELABORATING ON 
HER POSTED RESPONSE (RIGHT). LGU, PALO, LEYTE, SEPTEMBER 2021.

TABLE 4. DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS IN KEY INFORMANT INTERVIEWS 
IN LEYTE AND EASTERN SAMAR PROVINCES, OCTOBER 2021.

Area/Location Respondents

No. %

Guiuan, Eastern Samar 1 25

Baybay City, Leyte 3 75

Total 4 100

Data analysis and presentation

Data were analyzed on the basis of the objectives of the study. The qualitative data gathered 
were coded and analyzed using the IBM SPSS statistical software. The results of the analysis 
were presented in tabular/matrix form indicating the views of the FGD participants and KII 
respondents regarding the feasibility of CDRFI as a climate finance approach to enhancing local 
communities’ resilience to climate-induced disasters. 



11

Enhancing Resilience of Vulnerable Local Communities Through Multi-Actor Partnership for CDRFI

FINDINGS

Table 5 shows 23 expected group–sectors in Leyte and Eastern Samar sites with shared 
responses to the FGD guide questions. The representatives came from CSOs, LGUs, the business 
sector, Sangguniang Kabataan (SK) and the youth sector, NGOs, the academe, POs, and the 
agricultural sector. Among the participating sectors, the LGUs have the highest expected number 
of sources of the group–sectoral response at 7 (29.2%), followed by the youth participants at 4 
(16.7%) and NGOs and CSOs at 3 (12.5%) each. The main reason is that LGUs have the highest 
number of representatives in the FGD sessions across all sites.

TABLE 5. SOURCES OF THE CLUSTERED GROUP–SECTOR FGD RESPONSES PER STUDY SITE, SEPTEMBER 
2021. 

Sector Eastern Samar Province Leyte Province Total

Guiuan Quinapondan Lawaan Salcedo Palo Tacloban Ormoc

CSO - - / / / - - 3

LGU / / / / / / / 7

BUSINESS SECTOR / - - / - - - 2

SK/YOUTH / / - / - / - 4

NGO / - - / - - / 3

ACADEME / - - - / - - 2

PO / - - - - / - 2

Total 6 2 2 5 3 3 2 23

Major Livelihoods and Climate Risks/Hazards

This section presents the major livelihoods of the households and communities in the Eastern 
Samar and Leyte sites. It also describes the risks or hazards that the respondents know and have 
experienced, including the main assets they have that have been badly affected by disasters.

Local livelihoods and income-generating activities

Table 6 shows 18 (78.3%) group–sector responses about the main forms of formal livelihood. 
The common formal livelihoods identified included transport, operating a business such as 
trading, food processing, handicraft processing, tourism, service provision, and employment in 
government and non-government agencies (Table 7). Given the coastal sites, engagement in 
the aquamarine industry was also identified as a major source of livelihood.
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TABLE 6. LOCAL FORMAL LIVELIHOODS AND INCOME-GENERATING ACTIVITIES (SECTOR CASE 
SUMMARY).

CASES

Valid Missing Total

N Percent N Percent N Percent

Sector 18 78.3% 5 21.7% 23 100.0%

TABLE 7. MAJOR FORMAL LIVELIHOODS AND INCOME-GENERATING ACTIVITIES OF HOUSEHOLDS AND 
COMMUNITIES IN THE EASTERN SAMAR AND LEYTE SITES, SEPTEMBER 2021.

SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

Business / / / / / - - 5

Food processing / / / / - / - 5

Production sector - / - - - - - 1

Transport / / / / / / - 6

Retail and trade - / / - - - - 2

Handicraft (processing 
industry)

- / / / - - - 3

Tourism - / / - / - - 3

Aquamarine industry - - / - - - - 1

Fish exportation - - - - - / - 1

Operation of water refilling 
station

- - / - - - - 1

Employment in LEYECO 
electric utility company

- / - - - - - 1

Hotel employment - / - - - - - 1

Restaurant employment - / - - - - - 1

Government employment - / - / / / - 4

Private company 
employment

- - - / - - - 1

Service provision - / - - / - - 2

Commerce (banking) - - - - / - - 1

Health service provision - - - - / - - 1

Total 3 12 8 6 7 4 - 40

A total of 21 (91.3%) group–sector responses detailed the common informal livelihoods and 
income-generating activities in the study sites (Table 8). Fishing and farming were the most 
common informal livelihoods in the area, followed by the operation of small businesses such 
as sari-sari stores and karenderya (small catering station) (Table 9). Retail selling and providing 
services as skilled laborers were also common.
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TABLE 8. INFORMAL LIVELIHOOD (CASE SUMMARY).

CASES

Valid Missing Total

N Percent N Percent N Percent

Sector 21 91.3% 2 8.7% 23 100.0%

TABLE 9. MAIN INFORMAL LIVELIHOODS AND INCOME-GENERATING ACTIVITIES OF HOUSEHOLDS AND 
COMMUNITIES IN THE EASTERN SAMAR AND LEYTE SITES, SEPTEMBER 2021.

SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

Online selling - / - / - - - 2

Shell craft - / - / - - - 2

Operation of small business 
(e.g., sari-sari store and 
karenderya)

/ / - / / - / 5

Multicab/pedicab operation - / - / - - / 3

Ornamental plant selling - / - - - - - 1

Retail Selling (Vendors) / / - / / - / 5

Computer shop operation - - - / - - - 1

Skilled labor provision - / / / / - - 4

Farming / / / / / / - 6

Fishing / / / / / / / 7

Livestock raising / / - - / - - 3

Hog raising / / - / - - - 3

Poultry farming / / - / / - - 4

Meat shop operation - / - - - - - 1

Total 7 13 3 11 7 2 4 47

Major climate and disaster risks/hazards

Table 10 shows 22 (95.7%) group–sector responses about the major climate and disaster risks 
experienced by the participants across all sites. As the sites are located in the eastern part of 
Visayas, they are particularly prone to typhoons, especially under the background of climate 
change (Table 11). Flooding is also a common occurrence resulting from heavy rainfall events. 
Meanwhile, the participants identified red tide, saltwater intrusion, storm surge, and extreme 
drought as risks brought about by the changing climate. 
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TABLE 10. MAJOR CLIMATE AND DISASTER RISKS/HAZARDS (SECTOR CASE SUMMARY).

CASES

Valid Missing Total

N Percent N Percent N Percent

Sector 22 95.7% 1 4.3% 23 100.0%

TABLE 11. MAJOR RISKS/HAZARDS THAT AFFECT LOCAL LIVELIHOODS AND INCOME-GENERATING 
ACTIVITIES, SEPTEMBER 2021.

SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

Heavy rains / / - / - - - 3

Typhoon / / / / / / / 7

Earthquake - / - / / - - 3

Extreme drought / / / / / - - 5

Storm surge - / - / - - - 2

Tsunami - - - - / - - 1

Forest fire - - - - / - - 1

Flooding / / / / / - - 5

Sea water intrusion - / - - / - - 2

Landslide - / - - - - - 1

Pest infestation / / - - / - - 3

Red tide / / / - - / - 4

Pandemic / / / / / / - 6

Total 7 11 5 7 9 3 1 43

Major household and community assets affected by risks

Table 12 shows 22 (95.7%) group–sector responses about the major household and community 
assets that are affected by disasters. Fishing and farming assets, such as fishing boats and 
gear, farm crops and livestock, and irrigation systems, were identified as badly affected by 
strong typhoons and heavy rains (Table 13). Social infrastructure and assets, such as markets, 
schools, water and electricity systems, communication systems such as Internet services, and 
transport systems were also recognized to be heavily damaged by climate-induced disasters. 
In addition, the availability of financial services was deemed an important asset that is badly 
affected by disasters.
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TABLE 12. MAJOR ASSETS (SECTOR CASE SUMMARY).

CASES

Valid Missing Total

N Percent N Percent N Percent

Sector 22 95.7% 1 4.3% 23 100.0%

TABLE 13. MAIN HOUSEHOLD AND COMMUNITY ASSETS AFFECTED BY RISKS OR DISASTERS, SEPTEMBER 
2021.

SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

Hog shelters / / - - - - - 2

Houses / / - / / - - 4

Fishing gears / / / - - - / 4

Fishing boats / / / - - - / 4

Farm tools / - - - - - - 1

Water system / / - / / - - 4

Electricity / / - / - - - 3

Transportation / / - / - - / 4

Goods/business items for 
sale

/ / / / - - - 4

Community fish landing 
centers

- - - - - - / 1

Internet connection - / - - - - - 1

Mangroves - - - - - - / 1

Boat ports - / - - - - / 2

Sari-sari stores - / - - - - - 1

Buildings / / / / / / - 6

Tanod posts - / - / - - - 2

Barangay hall/Municipal 
halls

- / - / / / - 4

Daycare centers - / - - / - - 2

Health centers - / - / / - / 4

Hospitals - / - - / - - 2

Schools - / - - / / - 3

School supplies - - - - - / - 1

Markets - / / / / / / 6

Covered courts - / - / - - - 2

Roads / / - / / / - 5

Livestock - / / / / - - 4
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SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

Poultry animals - / / - / - - 3

Fish sanctuary - / - - - - - 1

Farming areas - / / / / - - 4

Raw materials for livelihood - / - - - - - 1

Crops - / - / / - - 3

Irrigation canals / / - - - - - 2

Tourist spots - / - - - - / 2

Processing facilities - / / / - - - 3

Government vehicles - / - - / - - 2

Medical equipment - / / - / - - 3

Furniture / / - / / / - 5

Appliances/gadgets / / / / / / - 6

Communication system - / - / / - - 3

Financial services - - - - / - - 1

Human resources - / - - - - - 1

Total 14 36 11 19 20 8 9 117

Local Management and Coping Mechanisms to Climate 
Shocks

This section presents the findings on households and communities’ preparedness and coping 
strategies against climate shocks. The local people and communities shared their experiences 
related to their preemptive actions for dealing with expected disasters and their approaches to 
responding and recovering from such events.

Major local coping strategies to risks/hazards

Table 14 shows that all of the group–sectors (23 or 100%) shared their knowledge and experiences 
with regard to how local households and communities cope with risks from climate-induced 
disasters. Rehabilitation of damaged properties and infrastructure and relief distribution was 
identified as common actions implemented after a disaster (Table 15). Seeking financial help 
and related assistance and evaluating the situation of families and organization members 
were also regarded as common strategies among most of the FGD participants. To continue 
earning a living, the locals also described shifting livelihoods as their previous ones had been 
badly affected by disasters. For example, some farmers whose farms were heavily damaged by 
strong typhoons or flooding immediately shifted to carpentry to sustain their income source in 
support of their households’ needs.
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TABLE 14. MAJOR COPING STRATEGIES (SECTOR CASE SUMMARY).

CASES

Valid Missing Total

N Percent N Percent N Percent

Sector 23 100.0% 0 0.0% 23 100.0%

TABLE 15. HOUSEHOLDS AND COMMUNITIES’ COPING STRATEGIES TO CLIMATE AND DISASTER RISKS, 
SEPTEMBER 2021.

SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

Shifting livelihood to another - / - - / - - 2

Engaging in income-
generating activities

- / - / - - - 2

Engaging in bayanihan - / - - - - - 1

Gardening - / - - - - - 1

Securing food - / - - - - - 1

Checking the situation of the 
family

/ / / / - - / 5

Property checking / / / - - - - 3

Checking for access to 
financial loans

/ - - - / - - 2

Looking after the members 
of the organization

/ / - - - - - 2

Conducting rescue 
operations

/ / - - - - - 2

Evacuating to urban areas - / - - / - - 2

Building temporary shelter / / - - / - - 3

Assessing damage to assets / / / / - / - 5

Looking for assistance - / - / / / / 5

Seeking health services - / - - - - - 1

Seeking financial assistance / / / / / - / 6

Restoring communication - - / - - - - 1

Assessing post-disaster 
needs 

- - / - - - - 1

Price monitoring - - / - - - - 1

Implementing safety and 
precautionary measures

- / - - - - - 1

Conducting rehabilitation 
activities/repairs

/ / / / / / / 7

Distributing relief goods / / / / / - / 6

Cleaning the surroundings / / / / / / - 6
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SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

Clearing roads / / / / - / - 5

Debriefing/counseling of 
people

- / - - - - - 1

Engaging in cash-for-work 
activities

- / - - - - - 1

Total 12 22 11 9 9 5 5 73

Local risk preparedness strategies

Table 16 shows that 19 (82.6%) out of the 23 group–sector participants shared ideas and 
experiences regarding their preparedness against future disasters. Preemptive evacuation as a 
preparedness action was identified by many of the group–sector participants (Table 17). Some 
of them also identified securing assets (e.g., houses and other important belongings) as a way 
to prepare for disaster risks. Others resorted to the usual strategies of storing food, preparing 
emergency kits and packs, and listening to the radio or watching the news. LGUs conduct 
pre-disaster planning and initiate trainings and drills to enhance local peoples’ preparedness 
against disasters. Meanwhile, NGOs promote preemptive cash transfers as an approach to 
ensuring the preparedness of vulnerable communities.

TABLE 16. PREPAREDNESS STRATEGIES (SECTOR CASE SUMMARY).

CASES

Valid Missing Total

N Percent N Percent N Percent

Sector 19 82.6% 4 17.4% 23 100.0%

TABLE 17. MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES OF HOUSEHOLDS AND COMMUNITIES FOR FUTURE CLIMATE 
SHOCKS, SEPTEMBER 2021.

SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

Information dissemination / / / / - - - 4

Gardening - / - - - - - 1

Following of orders from 
authority

- / - / - - - 2

Seeking of financial 
assistance

- / - - - - / 2

Capacity building for disaster 
preparedness

- / - - - - - 1

Community monitoring / / - - - - - 2

Livestock monitoring - / - - - - - 1
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SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

Securing of products for sale - / - - - - - 1

Preemptive evacuation / / / / / - - 5

Preparation of go bags / / - - - - - 2

Securing of houses for 
upcoming hazards

/ / / - - - - 3

Securing of assets for 
upcoming hazards

/ / / / / - - 5

Early harvest / - - - - - - 1

Fixing of pig dens/ cages / - - - - - - 1

Pre-disaster planning - / - - / - - 2

Food/goods preparation / / / / / - - 5

Retrofitting of infrastructure - / - - - - - 1

Revisiting BCPs - - / - - - - 1

Monitoring news/weather 
updates

/ / - / - - - 3

Securing of important 
documents

- / - / - - - 2

Preparation of emergency 
kits

- / - / / - - 3

Instruction dissemination 
among family members

- / - - - - - 1

Conduct of disaster drills - / - - - / - 2

Cutting of tree branches - / - - - - - 1

Charging of devices in 
preparation for future climate 
hazards

- / - - - - - 1

Preemptive cash transfer - - - - / - - 1

Checking of drainages to 
avoid flooding

/ - - - - - - 1

Preparation of relief goods / - - - - - - 1

Preparation for rescue 
missions

/ - - - - - - 1

Risk assessment - - - - / - - 1

Training for barangay 
operations team

- / - - / - - 2

Total 13 23 6 8 8 1 1 60
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Available Financial/Credit Services

This section presents information on the availability of financial and credit services in local 
communities and their accessibility among local households and communities. It also describes 
the local perceptions of the importance of these services for the preparedness for, response to, 
and recovery from climate and disaster risks.

Local access to financial/credit services

A total of 19 (82.6%) group–sector participants provided information about available and 
accessible financial and credit services in the study sites (Table 18). Microfinance agencies, 
banks, and savings groups were identified as accessible to households and communities 
(Table 19). Most participants also described the reliance on the government’s financial support 
program, such as the Pantawid Pamilyang Pilipino Program (4Ps) among relatively poor and 
indigent households. Informal loaning involving simple and quick arrangements was likewise 
identified as being available for households during emergency cases, although its interest rates 
are higher than those imposed by formal finance organizations. 

TABLE 18. ACCESS TO CREDIT SERVICES (SECTOR CASE SUMMARY).

CASES

Valid Missing Total

N Percent N Percent N Percent

Sector 19 82.6% 4 17.4% 23 100.0%

TABLE 19. AVAILABLE AND ACCESSIBLE FINANCIAL SERVICES IN COMMUNITIES, SEPTEMBER 2021.

SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

Banks as financial service 
providers

/ / / / - - - 4

Microfinance agencies / / / / / / / 7

Savings groups / / / - / - - 4

Community-based 
microfinancing

/ / - - - - / 3

Project grants - - - - / - - 1

Community development 
funds

- / - / - - - 2

Government assistance (e.g., 
4Ps)

/ / - / / - - 4

Online loans - - - - / - - 1

Informal loans (e.g., 
paluwagan, Bombay, 5-6 
scheme)

/ / - - / - - 3
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SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

Cooperative loans / / - - - - - 2

Financial assistance from 
NGOs

- - - / - - - 1

Total 7 8 3 5 6 1 2 32

Importance of credit/financial services 

A total of 16 (69.6%) group–sector responses about the importance of financial and credit 
services to communities’ preparedness for, response to, and recovery from disasters were 
obtained (Table 20). Most of the participating sectors indicated that financing/credit services 
are a source of funds supporting households’ preparedness and recovery in times of disaster 
(Table 21). They serve as vital financial assistance that alleviates the burden of households in 
seeking financing in times of disaster.

TABLE 20. IMPORTANCE OF CREDIT SERVICES (SECTOR CASE SUMMARY).

CASES

Valid Missing Total

N Percent N Percent N Percent

Sector 16 69.6% 7 30.4% 23 100.0%

TABLE 21. GROUP–SECTOR RESPONSES ON THE IMPORTANCE OF CREDIT SERVICES AND FINANCIAL 
INSTITUTIONS ON PREPAREDNESS FOR, RESPONSE TO, AND RECOVERY FROM RISKS/HAZARDS, 
SEPTEMBER 2021.

SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

Serve as a source of finance 
for emergency purposes

/ / / / - - / 6

Establish discipline among 
the community as loans 
are only limited to a certain 
amount

- - / - - - - 1

Enhance the business 
of vendors in times of 
calamities or disasters

- - - - / - - 1

Serve as financial assistance 
to ease financial burden

/ / - - / - / 4

Enable people’s quick 
recovery from disasters

- / - - - - - 1

Facilitate rehabilitation 
programs

- / - - - - - 1

Total 2 4 2 1 2 - 2 13
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Local Views and Requirements for Climate and Disaster 
Risk Finance and Insurance (CDRFI)

Local views and understanding about CDRFI

A total of 16 (69.6%) group–sector participants responded to the inquiry about their views 
or understanding of CDRFI (Table 22). Although the participants were given an orientation 
about CDRFI as part of the FGDs, most of them regarded CDRFI as a program that will enable 
communities to build resilience against disasters (Table 23). Others see that the finance 
platform is for the protection of assets and the provision of emergency financial services for 
households and communities during disasters.

TABLE 22. LOCAL VIEWS ABOUT CLIMATE AND DISASTER RISK FINANCE AND INSURANCE (CDRFI) (SECTOR 
CASE SUMMARY).

CASES

Valid Missing Total

N Percent N Percent N Percent

Sector 16 69.6% 7 30.4% 23 100.0%

TABLE 23. LOCAL VIEWS AND UNDERSTANDING ABOUT CDRFI, SEPTEMBER 2021.

SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

A good program that will 
enable the community to 
build resilience against 
disasters

/ / / - / - -

Enables people to build back 
their livelihoods

- / - - - - - 1

Enables the business sector 
to have financial access after 
disasters

- - / - - - - 1

Offers asset protection after 
disasters

/ / - / - - - 3

Provides financial services 
and emergency funds 
for households and 
communities

- / - / - - / 3

A program for all types of 
disasters

- / - - - - - 1

Total 2 5 2 2 1 - 1 13
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Local experiences in climate and disaster risk finance

24 shows that of the 23 group–sector participants, 11 from the Leyte and Eastern Samar sites 
shared their experiences in CDRFI.

Cash and LGU calamity support for relief during disasters was identified by the LGU, CSO, and 
business sectors (Table 25). Other interesting local experiences in risk support and finance 
included financing for women groups’ response and recovery, government and non-government 
support for sustainable livelihood and insurance for front liners and rescuers, insurance subsidy 
for farmers and fisherfolks, seed programs for small and medium enterprises (SMEs), and bank-
supported insurance programs for livestock. The participants also shared that local people 
seldom engage in insurance because they are concerned about meeting their day-to-day needs. 
Others described the problematic implementation of insurance programs and their limitations to 
only a few sectors and certain types of disasters.

TABLE 24. EXPERIENCES IN CDRFI (SECTOR CASE SUMMARY).

CASES

Valid Missing Total

N Percent N Percent N Percent

Sector 11 45.8% 13 54.2% 24 100.0%

TABLE 25. LOCAL EXPERIENCES IN RISK FINANCE AND INSURANCE SHARED BY A GROUP–SECTOR 
PARTICIPANTS, SEPTEMBER 2021.

SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

Financing is exclusive to 
women

- - / - - - - 1

Insurance companies/ 
microfinance companies are 
limited to certain disasters

- / - - - - - 1

Locals seldom insure - / - - - - - 1

Insurance is limited to local 
groups (e.g., for farmers 
only)

- / - - - - - 1

Insurance companies only 
recognize the importance of 
insurance after seeing the 
damage to assets

- / - - - - - 1

Implementation is 
problematic

- / - - - - - 1

Banks offer programs to 
insure livestock

- / - - - - - 1

Cash livelihood support / / - / - - - 3

Tsu-tzi Organization 
financing

- - - / - - - 1
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SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

Finance support from the 
Bureau of Fisheries and 
Aquatic Resources (BFAR) 
such as fishing boats and 
fishing gears.

- - - - - - / 1

Financial assistance from 
NGOs

- / - - - - - 1

Seed programs for SMEs and 
fishermen-led organizations

- / - - - - - 1

Insurance for rehabilitation 
of government buildings 
after Typhoon Yolanda

- / - - - - - 1

Insurance for front liners/
rescuers (GSIS)

- / - - - - - 1

Development fund - / - - - - - 1

LGU calamity support for 
relief

- / / - - - - 2

Sustainable livelihood 
program of DSWD

- / - - - - - 1

Insurance subsidy to farmers 
and fisherfolks

- / - - - - - 1

Planting material support - / - - - - - 1

National financing 
assistance

- / - - - - - 1

Total 1 17 2 2 - - 1 23

Climate and disaster risk financing needs 

Table 26 shows that 16 (66.7%) out of the 23 group–sector participants contributed information 
on the climate and disaster financing needs of households and communities. 

The FGD participants identified insurance and financing support for livelihood activities, 
infrastructure development, assets, community facilities (e.g., schools), and health services as 
major concerns (Table 27). The other needs reported were insurance for the ecosystem and 
environment, facilities for rescue operations, human resource insurance, and financing for SMEs 
and social amelioration programs. 

TABLE 26. FINANCING NEEDS FOR DISASTER RISK REDUCTION (SECTOR CASE SUMMARY).

CASES

Valid Missing Total

N Percent N Percent N Percent

Sector 16 66.7% 8 33.3% 24 100.0%
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TABLE 27. CLIMATE AND DISASTER FINANCING NEEDS OF HOUSEHOLDS AND COMMUNITIES, 
SEPTEMBER 2021.

SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

Livelihood insurance / / - / - - / 4

Loans with minimal interest / / / - / - - 4

Insurance for rehabilitation - / - - - - - 1

Insurance for infrastructure 
development

- / - - / - 2

Insurance for transportation - / - - - - - 1

Insurance for facilities (e.g., 
school facilities)

- / - - / - - 2

Insurance for damaged 
assets

/ / - - - - - 2

Insurance for tourism - / - - - - - 1

Insurance for marine 
protection

- / - - - - - 1

Financial assistance / / - / - - - 3

Insurance for emergency 
transport systems for rescue

- - - / - - - 1

Insurance for environmental 
protection

- / - - - - 1

Social amelioration 
programs

- - - / - - - 1

Health insurance - - - / - - / 2

Community-friendly 
programs

- - - - / - - 1

Soft loans to SMEs - / - - - - 1

Human resource insurance - / - - - - - 1

Total 4 13 1 5 4 - 2 29

Effective implementation of CDRFI

Table 28 shows that only 13 (56.5%) of the group–sector participants responded to the question 
on the effective implementation of CDRFI.

Table 29 presents the concerns raised by the participants with regard to effectively implementing 
CDRFI. Examples include financial literacy through trainings and seminars, massive engagement 
in communities, and enabling local monitoring teams to use financial livelihood support. The 
participants also identified a local banking approach with a gender lens in microfinancing as a 
good consideration in the implementation of CDRFI.
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TABLE 28. EFFECTIVE IMPLEMENTATION OF CDRFI (SECTOR CASE SUMMARY).

CASES

Valid Missing Total

N Percent N Percent N Percent

Sector 13 56.5% 10 43.5% 23 100.0%

TABLE 29. LOCAL VIEWS ON WAYS TO EFFECTIVELY IMPLEMENT CDRFI, SEPTEMBER 2021.

SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

Improving financial literacy; 
conducting trainings or 
seminars

- / - / / - - 3

Adopting good practices 
from other government 
programs related to 
insurance

- / - - - - - 1

Ensuring that insurance 
providers are stable and 
dependable

- / - / - - - 2

Expanding engagement to 
facilitate entry of insurance 
to the community

- / - / / - - 3

Thorough monitoring of 
livelihood grants through 
government agencies

- / - / - - / 3

Assessing and evaluating the 
needs of the community

- / - - - - - 1

Offering loans with low 
interest

- / - - - - - 1

Providing additional financial 
assistance to business 
owners, farmers, fishermen, 
etc.

- / - - - - - 1

Promoting capacity 
building (e.g., establishing a 
monitoring team)

- / - / - - - 2

Conducting SWOT analysis - - - / - - - 1

Creating and mobilizing 
BERF

- / - - - - - 1

Promoting women-led 
microfinancing

- / - - - - - 1

Employing local banking 
approach in microfinancing

- / - - - - - 1

Total - 12 - 6 2 - 1 21
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Technology transfer and capacity-building approaches

Table 30 shows that 19 (79.2%) group–sector participants responded to the question about 
how technology transfer and capacity building can be implemented effectively. Most of the 
participants advocated for an even distribution of financial support for capacity building to all 
concerned sectors, emphasizing an inclusive approach for trainings, seminars, and webinars to 
make capacity building effective (Table 31). 

They also suggested that conducting extensive information campaigns by using appropriate 
information, education, and communication materials and in collaboration with existing groups, 
facilities, and agencies may help achieve effective technology transfer and capacity building for 
households and communities. Other interesting views included integrating CDRFI technology 
transfer and capacity building in LGUs’ disaster risk reduction and management (DRRM) plans, 
programs, and funding support, with local focal persons facilitating the process.

TABLE 30. EFFECTIVE TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER AND CAPACITY BUILDING (SECTOR CASE SUMMARY).

CASES

Valid Missing Total

N Percent N Percent N Percent

Sector 19 79.2% 5 20.8% 24 100.0%

TABLE 31. FGD RESPONSES ON APPROACHES FOR EFFECTIVE TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER AND CAPACITY 
BUILDING, SEPTEMBER 2021.

SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

Avoidance of frauds and 
scams to build one’s trust in 
acquiring insurance

- / - / - - - 2

Education; wide acceptance 
of insurance to be included 
in schools

- / - - - - - 1

Creation of a bandwagon to 
encourage people

- / - - - - - 1

Promotion of group 
insurance

- / - - - - - 1

Direct handing of financial 
support to beneficiaries

- - - - / - / 2

Extensive information/
financial literacy to both 
parties

- / - / / - / 4

Collaboration with existing 
groups, facilities, or agencies

- / / / / - - 4

Assessment of immediate 
needs

- / - - - - - 1

Establishment of POs - / - - - - - 1
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SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

Integration in the municipal 
DRRM plan and fund

- / - - - - - 1

Trainings, seminars/
webinars, inclusive approach

/ / - / / - - 4

Equal division of financial 
assistance

/ / / / / - - 5

Monitoring of people on 
financial assistance

/ / - / - - - 3

Advertisements using 
information, education, and 
communication materials

- / - / - - - 2

Fund support - - - - / - - 1

Designation of focal person - / - - - - - 1

Total 3 14 2 7 6 - 2 34

Multi-Actor Partnership (MAP) Community of Practice

Establishment and sustainability of MAP

Table 32 shows that 16 (66.7%) group–sector participants in all sites responded to the question 
about how establishing MAPs, as a community of practice approach, can be established and 
sustained in communities. Many participants highlighted the need to involve all community 
stakeholders and establish working partnerships with government, non-government, and other 
organizations in the creation of MAPs (Table 33). Others emphasized the need to directly engage 
communities and discuss, with the help of financial advisers, the legal and technical aspects 
of the strategy and the roles of MAPs in implementing CDRFI. They also suggested that the 
creation of MAPs must be institutionalized through local legislation, along with the designation 
of members and leaders who are trained to ensure and sustain its effective operation.

TABLE 32. ESTABLISHING A MULTI-ACTOR PARTNERSHIP (MAP) (SECTOR CASE SUMMARY).

CASES

Valid Missing Total

N Percent N Percent N Percent

Sector 16 66.7% 8 33.3% 24 100.0%
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TABLE 33. GROUP–SECTOR RESPONSES ON THE ESTABLISHMENT AND SUSTAINABILITY OF MAPS, 
SEPTEMBER 2021.

SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

All community stakeholders 
must be involved in decision 
making to address all 
concerns

/ / - / - - / 4

A key person with sufficient 
knowledge of MAPs must be 
involved

- / - - - - - 1

Financial advisers should be 
present to discuss the legal 
terms and technical aspects 
of the insurance

- / / - - - - 2

Directly engage the 
community to improve 
the understanding of the 
importance of the program

- / - / - - - 2

Monitor beneficiaries 
regularly

/ / - - - - - 2

Encourage partnership with 
the government, agencies, 
etc.

- / / - / - / 4

Family-based approach is 
better

- / - - - - - 1

Assessment analysis must 
be conducted

- / - - - - - 1

Formulate a comprehensive 
municipal disaster 
management financing plan

- / - - - - - 1

Local legislation - / - - - - - 1

Total 2 10 2 2 1 - 2 19

Problems in MAP implementation

Table 34 shows that 13 of the 23 group–sectors (54.2%) in the Eastern Samar and Leyte 

sites briefly shared their opinions on the expected problems that may impede the realization 
of MAPs for the effective and sustainable implementation of the climate and disaster risk 
finance program. The lack of willingness from local communities and expertise to handle such 
a program were identified as factors that could constrain the creation of MAPs (Table 35). 
Varying ideas and beliefs about insurance, coupled with a lack of resources to start such a 
program, were also raised as impediments to the realization of MAPs. Other factors that could 
hinder MAP development in local communities included the mismatch between locals’ needs 
and interventions, lack of information and communication, and overwhelming responsibilities 
of the LGU staff.
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TABLE 34. PERCEIVED PROBLEMS (SECTOR CASE SUMMARY).

CASES

Valid Missing Total

N Percent N Percent N Percent

Sector 13 54.2% 11 45.8% 24 100.0%

TABLE 35. GROUP–SECTOR PERCEPTIONS ON PROBLEMS IN THE REALIZATION OF MAPS, SEPTEMBER 
2021.

SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

Lack of willingness from 
the community or the 
management (e.g., because 
of trust issues)

/ / - / - - / 4

Lack of expertise in handling 
the program

- / - / / - / 4

Different ideas and beliefs 
of the people about the 
insurance program

- / - / - - - 2

Weak sustainability/
inconsistency of the program

- / - - - - - 1

Increased costs for financing 
options

- / - - - - - 1

Mismatch of needs and 
intervention with the 
community

- / - - - - - 1

Less participation/
cooperation among the 
community

- / - - - - / 2

Lack of funds/resources - / - / - - / 3

Lack of continuous 
communication with groups

- - - - / - - 1

Problems on information 
dissemination

- - - - / - - 1

Overlapping responsibilities, 
especially in LGUs - / - - - - - 1

Total 1 9 - 4 3 - 4 21

Next steps in enhancing and sustaining MAPs

Of the 23 group–sector participants, 15 (62.5%) shared their opinions on the next steps to 

perform in establishing and sustaining a MAP toward the implementation of CRDFI (Table 
36). Three group–sectors opted to focus on assisting local people in preparing for anticipated 
disasters (e.g., preemptive cash before a disaster). Doing so will engage people and groups 
to formalize a system in which a program such as CDRFI can be effectively and sustainably 
implemented (Table 37). Building trust among local groups and maximizing local resources 
were some of the ideas raised to motivate the local people to support the program. Others 
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emphasized the necessity of effective information, education, and communication campaigns 
and inclusive approaches. One important suggestion was the proper coordination with LGUs as 
they are at the forefront of climate action and DRRM.

TABLE 36. NEXT STEPS (SECTOR CASE SUMMARY).

CASES

Valid Missing Total

N Percent N Percent N Percent

Sector 15 62.5% 9 37.5% 24 100.0%

TABLE 37. GROUP–SECTOR RESPONSES ON NEXT STEPS FOR MAP ESTABLISHMENT AND SUSTAINABILITY, 
SEPTEMBER 2021.

SECTORS

RESPONSES CSO LGU BUSINESS 
SECTOR

SK/
YOUTH NGO ACADEME PO TOTAL

Focus more on assisting 
the people to prepare for 
anticipated calamities 
(e.g., providing preemptive 
cash before (anticipated) 
disasters)

- / / - / - - 3

Build trust among local 
groups to motivate them to 
support the program

- / - - - - - 1

Assure the people that the 
program can be sustained

- / - - - - - 1

Implement programs 
based on the needs of the 
community

- - - - / - - 1

Maximize the present 
resources in the community

- - / - - - - 1

Ensure proper coordination 
with LGUs

- / - - - - - 1

No exceptions on CDRFI; 
everyone must be considered 
and notified

- / - / - - - 1

Trainings, seminars, 
orientations on MAP and 
CDRFI

- / - - - - - 1

Clear discussion and 
agreement among members

/ - - - - - - 1

Total 1 2 1 2 - - 6
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Perceptions of Local Cooperatives about CDRFI

Five key respondents representing small, medium-size, and large local cooperatives were 
interviewed. The designated key officers came from cooperatives located in Baybay City (3) 
and Ormoc City (1) in Leyte; and in Guiuan, Eastern Samar (1) (Table 38). Siniringan Agricultural 
Cooperative, which is engaged in the farming and fishing business, is still in its infancy, 
having been operating for only 2 years and having a small capital build-up of PHP 1,000.00. 
Nevertheless, it has a large membership of 347 smallholder farmers and fisherfolks. New Life 
Livelihood Cooperative is a small buy-and-sell rice cooperative that has been operating for only 
1 year and 7 months with 21 members. Although small and young, it has been able to build a 
capital of PhP 280,000.00. Guadalupe Consumers Cooperative has 80 active members and is 
thus considered a relatively small cooperative. It has a capital build-up of PhP 294,148.84, and 
it has been operating as a buy-and-sell business (sari-sari store operation) for 22 years. 

Sto. Niño de Plaridel Multipurpose Cooperative is a medium-size cooperative with 400 members 
and has been engaged in credit, catering, copra-buying, and native bag and other handicraft 
production for 21 years. The multipurpose cooperative has PhP 3.5 M of capital build-up. VSU 
Credit Cooperative is a large credit cooperative actively operating in credit/lending for 56 years, 
providing allied services, land development, and livelihood. It has 800 active members and a 
capital build-up of PhP 83.9 M. The cooperative’s longevity and large capital build-up can be 
attributed to the sustainable source of income and capacity to pay for its members, most of 
whom, if not all, are employees of VSU.
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Name of Cooperative Location
Years in 

Operation
No. of 

Members
Type of Operation

Capital Build-
up (PHP)

Guadalupe Consumers 
Cooperative 

Brgy. Guadalupe, 
Baybay City, Leyte

22 80 Buy and sell of goods 294,148.84

New Life Livelihood 
Cooperative 

Ormoc City, Leyte 1.7 21 Rice selling 280,000.00

Siniringan Agricultural 
Cooperative 

Guiuan, Eastern 
Samar

2 347 Farming and fishing 1,000.00

Sto. Niño de Plaridel 
Multipurpose 
Cooperative 

Brgy. Plaridel, 
Baybay City, Leyte

21 400

Credit, catering service, 
copra buying, native 
bag, and handicraft 

production

3,500,000.00

VSU Credit Cooperative 
VSU Main Campus, 
Visca, Baybay City, 

Leyte
56 800

Credit/lending, 
allied services as 
collecting agent, 

land development, 
livelihood

83,880,000.00

TABLE 38. PROFILES OF LOCAL COOPERATIVES IN LEYTE AND EASTERN SAMAR, OCTOBER 2021.

Climate and Disaster Risks Affecting Business and Livelihoods

Typhoons are a major risk/disaster concern among the respondents as these events affect 
cooperatives’ business and income-generating operations (Table 39). The COVID-19 pandemic 
has aggravated the ailing situation, affecting the business operations and livelihoods of the 
members of the cooperatives. The affected activities include the implementation of countryside 
development projects, fishing, and farming, livestock production, credit collection, buy and sell 
the operation, and procurement of raw materials for those engaged in handicraft production 
(Table 40). Flooding and strong winds also exert negative effects, particularly in farming and 
fishing businesses. 

The unpaid labor work of cooperative members also tends to increase in times of disaster. Table 
41 shows some of the activities that the members have to do apart from their usual household 
chores, such as house repair, restoration of farm and fishing facilities, additional healthcare, and 
search for relief and/or food and source of financing for response and recovery during and after 
a disaster. The usual assets of members and the cooperatives themselves that are affected 
by climate and disaster risks include houses, fishing boats, farm crops and facilities, and the 
cooperatives’ cash and non-cash assets (e.g., office buildings and stores) (Table 42).

TABLE 39. MAJOR CLIMATE AND DISASTER RISKS THAT AFFECT COOPERATIVES’ BUSINESS AND 
LIVELIHOOD ACTIVITIES, OCTOBER 2021.

Risk/Disaster Frequency

No. %

Typhoons 5 100

Flooding 1 20

Strong winds 1 20

COVID-19 pandemic 1 20
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TABLE 40. COOPERATIVES’ MAJOR BUSINESS AND LIVELIHOOD ACTIVITIES MOST AFFECTED BY RISKS, 
OCTOBER 2021.

Business/Livelihood Frequency

No. %

Countryside development projects 1 20

Livestock production 3 60

Credit collection from risk-affected members 1 20

Fishing activities 3 60

Farming 2 40

Buy and sell operations 1 20

Production and transport of raw materials 1 20

Rice and fish vending 1 20

TABLE 41. UNPAID LABOR WORK OF COOPERATIVE MEMBERS IN TIMES OF DISASTERS, OCTOBER 2021.

Unpaid Labor Work Frequency

No. %

Repairs of houses 4 80

Restoration of farms and livestock facilities 3 60

Repair of fishing facilities 2 40

Healthcare of family members 3 60

Search for financing and relief sources 3 60

Search for source of food and clothing 3 60

Cleaning of rice storage facilities 1 20

TABLE 42. MAJOR ASSETS OF COOPERATIVES AFFECTED BY DISASTERS, OCTOBER 2021.

Assets Frequency

No. %

Houses 3 60

Fishing boats 3 60

Farm crops/rice 3 60

Farm facilities 3 60

Cash assets 2 40

Buildings (offices, stores) 1 20



35

Enhancing Resilience of Vulnerable Local Communities Through Multi-Actor Partnership for CDRFI

Risk Management and Coping Strategies

Table 43 shows the cooperatives’ coping strategies during disasters to ensure the welfare of 
the members and the organizations themselves. The provision of relief, which includes food, 
clothing, and a small amount for house repair, to affected members, is commonly undertaken 
by cooperatives. Support is also given to members for alternative livelihoods and suspension 
of loan payments without surcharges.

The training of officers and members for disaster preparedness, response, and recovery has 
been a part of cooperatives’ climate-related action (Table 44). The promotion of adaptation 
measures and policies, readiness in times of calamity, and resilient livelihood ventures also make 
up cooperatives’ programs for preparedness against disasters. However, one key respondent 
shared that their organization does not have any climate and disaster risk preparedness program.

Some respondents said that their risk management and coping approach has been effective 
thus far as no damage to lives and properties has been reported yet (Table 45). Others did relay 
that they still need to learn more about disaster preparedness, response, and recovery. Their level 
of confidence in being able to bounce back when heavy disasters strike is relatively low, and their 
capacity for resilience is not enough.
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Coping Strategies Frequency

No. %

Suspension of loan payments by members without 
surcharges

1 20

Housing and clothing assurance 2 40

Alternative livelihood search 2 40

Search for alternative sources of raw materials for 
processing

1 20

Provision of relief to members 2 40

TABLE 44. RISK MANAGEMENT STRATEGIES OF COOPERATIVES, OCTOBER 2021.

Unpaid Labor Work Frequency

No. %

Training of officers 1 20

Advocating readiness in times of calamity 1 20

Adaptation measures 1 20

Use of resistant housing materials 1 20

Promotion of freshwater fish culture 1 20

Strict preparedness policy implementation 1 20

Cooperative does not have a preparedness strategy 1 20

Stocking of raw materials and planning ahead 1 20

Storing of farms crops (e.g., rice) in a safe place 1 20

Organized rice procurement based on demand 1 20

TABLE 43. COOPERATIVES’ COPING STRATEGIES TO CLIMATE AND DISASTER SHOCKS, OCTOBER 2021.

TABLE 45. RESPONDENTS’ PERCEPTIONS ON THE EFFECTIVENESS OF THEIR RISK MANAGEMENT AND 
COPING STRATEGIES, OCTOBER 2021.

Effectiveness of Risk Coping and Management 
Strategies

Frequency

No. %

Not so effective needs improvement 1 20

Standby optional credit fund not enough to credit needs 
in times of disasters

1 20

Strategies help but are not enough to enable us to 
bounce back from disasters

1 20

Effective as there is no reported damage to properties 
and lives

2 40

Organized strategy for rice-for-sale procurement avoids 
wastage and loss of income

1 20
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Knowledge of and Willingness to Accept CDRFI

The key respondents shared that the availability and access to financial and credit services 

is important in enhancing their organization and members’ resilience against climate change 
(Table 46). Such services represent a major source of financial support and serve as a financial 
buffer in times of calamity. As shared by the respondents, being insured will allow people to 
retrieve the costs incurred for climate and disaster response and recovery.

TABLE 46. PERCEIVED IMPORTANCE OF FINANCIAL AND CREDIT SERVICES, OCTOBER 2021.

Perceived Importance Frequency

No. %

Major source of financial support 1 20

Insurance serves as a buffer in times of calamity 2 40

Expenses for rehabilitation can be retrieved if insured 1 20

Final option as a source of financing in times of calamity 1 20

Source of financing for assets of cooperatives and 
livelihoods of members

2 40

With regard to the respondents’ knowledge of what CDRFI is, interesting findings emerged. Some 
had no idea about CDRFI, while others described it as an avenue for financing and a secondary 
source of capital during a calamity. Nevertheless, others defined CDRFI as insurance for the 
business and livelihood of cooperatives and the members affected by disasters (Table 47). It was 
also identified as a mechanism that will ensure the continuity of business operations affected 
by disasters. 

TABLE 47. KNOWLEDGE AND UNDERSTANDING OF CDRFI, OCTOBER 2021.

Knowledge and Understanding Frequency

No. %

No idea 1 20

Avenue for financing and secondary source during 
calamity

2 40

Insurance to finance businesses or livelihoods of 
cooperatives and members affected by disasters

1 20

Serves as compensation for businesses affected by 
disasters

1 20

Program that will ensure the continuity of business 
activities affected by disasters

1 20
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The cooperatives identified several risk transfer instruments, including loan insurance, mortuary 
fund, health insurance, farm and livestock insurance, educational plan, and life insurance (Table 
48). Meanwhile, the small-scale Siniringan Agricultural Cooperative, being in its infancy (2 years 
of operation), does not have any experience in risk transfer instruments. 

The respondents favorably considered the need for climate and disaster-specific financing 
instruments (Table 49). They described such tools as effective in helping them establish resilience 
in their farming and fishing, healthcare, infrastructure restoration, and other areas identified by 
organizations and members as heavily affected by climate and disaster risks. 

TABLE 48. RISK TRANSFER INSTRUMENTS EXPERIENCED BY COOPERATIVES, OCTOBER 2021.

Risks Transfer Instruments Frequency

No. %

Loan insurance 1 20

Mortuary fund 1 20

Health loan and insurance 1 20

Insurance for farming and livestock production 2 40

Educational loan/plan 1 20

None 2 40

Life insurance (cooperative members) 1 20

TABLE 49. PERCEPTIONS ON THE NEED FOR CLIMATE AND DISASTER-SPECIFIC FINANCING INSTRU-
MENTS, OCTOBER 2021.

Perceptions Frequency

No. %

Financing for infrastructure rehabilitation 2 40

Agricultural insurance (farming and fishing) 4 80

Health insurance 1 20

Insurance for other risks/hazards 1 20

Livestock insurance 1 20

Microenterprise insurance 1 20

All the respondent leaders of the cooperatives expressed willingness to explore the possibility 
of CDRFI product design and implementation (Table 50). They explained that the venture would 
provide an opportunity to sustain their organizations’ and members’ livelihoods and serve as a 
reliable alternative source of financing, especially for those who will be badly affected by climate-
induced disasters. The respondents, however, suggested that awareness-building and discussion 
with the officers and members of cooperatives should be conducted to ensure the effectiveness 
of the implementation of CDRFI (Table 51). The promotion of the strategy can be best achieved 
with doable and minimal requirements and with accessible office locations.
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TABLE 50. WILLINGNESS TO EXPLORE CDRFI PRODUCT DESIGN AND IMPLEMENTATION, OCTOBER 2021.

Responses Frequency

No. %

Yes, to have reliable standby financing sources 1 20

Yes, opportunity to sustain livelihood activities 1 20

Yes, to have an alternative source of funding 1 20

Yes, for members who will be affected by climate-
induced disasters

1 20

Yes, useful to ensure safety and continuity of business 
operations

1 20

TABLE 50. WILLINGNESS TO EXPLORE CDRFI PRODUCT DESIGN AND IMPLEMENTATION, OCTOBER 2021.

Responses Frequency

No. %

Awareness-building and discussion with key officers and 
members

3 60

Accessible implementing office/organization 1 20

Doable and minimal requirements 1 20

Coordination with LGUs 1 20
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INSIGHTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The information shared by the local participants and cooperative officers is reflective of the 
fact that CDRFI is perceived not only as a mechanism but also an opportunity to ensure the 
availability of a financial resource in times of disasters. Some financing schemes have been 
introduced in climate-vulnerable communities, particularly in Eastern Visayas, and they have 
been proved helpful in improving the capacity for preparedness of local communities and their 
ability to respond to and recover from climate-induced disasters. However, most, if not all, of 
these climate actions are project-based, short-lived, and not sustainable for several reasons.

The feasibility of CDRFI through MAP as a community of practice is relatively high given that 
it is intended for communities that are on the brink of climate-induced disasters and have 
been searching for opportunities to improve their capacity for preparedness, response, and 
recovery against the negative impacts of climate change. The question of the acceptability 
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and sustainability of CDRFI depends on how such a resilience-building approach will be 
implemented to encourage local communities’ participation and decision to have CRDFI as part 
of their respective actions. A few reflections from the local people are presented as follows:

• Financing and insurance require a good technical background for the local people and 
communities to appreciate and understand. Although the idea of insurance for disaster-
related purposes is locally appreciated, there is still a certain degree of skepticism 
about its reliability and the assurance of claims. A simple, doable, and the localized 
process is called for if CDRFI is to be implemented to improve its overall accessibility.

• Proper coordination with key stakeholders, particularly the lead LGUs, will ensure the 
effective and sustainable implementation of CDRFI not only as a support program but 
also as a part of local communities’ formal intervention for resilience building and 
development. Therefore, localizing involves building from what local resources and 
opportunities are available and enhancing potentials in pursuit of a successful CDRFI 
as a development intervention and part of local people’s daily lives.

• Utmost regard is given to the local’s proposed individual and family approaches 
to CDRFI implementation. The individual approach involves banking on the idea of 
avoiding being dragged by a group’s failure that is caused by a few but shouldered by 
all. The family approach relies on Filipino culture and the value of working harmoniously 
together for a given goal and for the family.
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Annex 3. FGD survey guide questions, September 2021

MULTI-ACTOR PARTNERSHIP ON CLIMATE AND DISASTER RISK FINANCING 
AND PREPAREDNESS INCEPTION WORKSHOP/FOCUS GROUP DISCUSSION

INTRODUCTION

Facilitator’s welcome, introduction, consent, and instructions to participants

• Welcome. Thank you for your time and effort to take active part in this focus group 
discussion. You have been identified and requested to take active part as a participant 
and contributor to our research study as your point of view is very important in the 
generation of relevant information related to climate and disaster risk finance as an 
approach to climate change adaptation that will enable vulnerable communities to 
effectively prepare for, respond to, and recover from the negative effects of climate-
induced disasters. We greatly appreciate your presence.

• What is climate and disaster risk finance and insurance or CDRFI? CDRFI is a climate 
financing support program that aims to strengthen the resilience of vulnerable local 
communities and protect the lives and livelihoods of poor and vulnerable people 
against the impacts of climate-related disasters (InsuResilience Global Partnership).

• What is Multi-Actor Partnership or MAP? MAP is a strategy to mobilize efforts across 
a diverse range of local sectors and stakeholders in the delivery of services related to 
effective and sustainable CDRFI for poor and vulnerable local people (InsuResilience 
Global Partnership).

• This inception workshop/FGD is designed to generate local-based information that 
will be used in the development of pipeline climate and disaster risk reduction (DRR) 
financing projects, particularly for Haiyan/Yolanda-affected areas; analyze the 
local landscape with regard to effective means of implementation, such as finance, 
technology, and capacity- building; and examine the investment costs of priority 
adaptation and mitigation actions. Specifically, this workshop is intended to: 

 º Know the views, perceptions, and experiences of local stakeholders with regard 
to CDRFI;

 º Determine the financing needs of LGUs, including effective technology transfer 
and development as well as capacity-building, to address the impacts of climate 
change; 

 º Discover the means and processes for the establishment of a MAP community 
of practice at the local/community level, and

 º Collectively plan for the next steps in furthering the partnership for the tangible 
implementation of CDRFI. 
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WORKSHOP/FGD PROCESS

• The flip chart–meta card approach will be used in sharing your answers, views, and 
ideas in relation to the posted guide questions.

• The answers, ideas, or views for every question shall be written in the meta cards, 
which will be collected and organized by the facilitators and will be posted on the flip 
chart where the question was presented.

• Every participant’s office or sector name shall be indicated in the meta card together 
with the answer or ideas shared e.g., LGU-MPDO, vendor group, youth).

• The facilitator will read the posted shared information on the flip chart one by one and 
will ask each participant to give a brief explanation of his/her shared answer or view 
if needed.

CONFIDENTIALITY/ANONYMITY 

The information that you will be sharing in this discussion will be kept at utmost confidentiality. 
We would appreciate if you will refrain from discussing others’ shared information outside of 
this session. You may refuse to offer a response to any questions that you do not wish to 
answer. However, please try your best to answer and actively participate as much as possible.

GROUND RULES

• Only one person speaks at a time.
• There are no right or wrong answers.
• When you have something to say, please do so; it is important that everyone’s views 

are shared.
• One does not have to agree or disagree with the views of the other participants.
• Any questions or clarifications?
• If none, may we ask your permission to record the discussion for recollection purposes 

and to take photos as part of our documentation?
• We must remind everyone that we should strictly observe the COVID-19 health 

protocols.
• Can I have your active participation and begin with the discussion?

GUIDE QUESTIONS

Overarching Guide Questions:

A. How are the major livelihoods in local communities being affected by climate hazards 
and how are these communities coping with the resulting financial losses?

B. In your community where community development funds (CDFs) exist, how does 
climate risks affect the performance/effectiveness and sustainability of your CDFs 
and what can be done to improve the resilience of your CDFs as an institution?

C. What could be the potential role of climate and disaster risk financing in enhancing the 
resilience of households in particular and communities in general?

D. In what way can a MAP community of practice be established and operationalized for 
the effective and sustainable implementation of climate and disaster risk financing?
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Stage 1: IDENTIFYING MAJOR LIVELIHOODS AND CLIMATE RISKS/HAZARDS 
(20 minutes)

1. What kinds of major livelihood or income-generating activities do you or other 
members of your households and communities engage in to earn a living? Kindly 
distinguish between formal employment and informal livelihoods.

2. What are the major or key climate and disaster risks/hazards that have affected these 
major households and communities’ livelihood activities? Include the measures as 
evidence (e.g., coastal erosion, saltwater intrusion, landslide).

3. What are the most common major climate and disaster risks/hazards that have 
affected households and communities’ livelihoods? How frequently do these hazards 
occur (e.g., once a year, twice a year)?

4. Which among the major livelihood activities are the most vulnerable to climate and 
disaster risks/hazards? (Choose and rank the most vulnerable as 1 to 3.)

5. Was there an increase in unpaid labor work, both for men and women, because of the 
impacts of climate risks/hazards? What particular tasks are these?

6. What have been the most important assets among households and communities at 
risk of climate hazards? (Separate household assets and community assets related to 
livelihoods; e.g., fishing boats (HH), local market structure (community).

Stage 2: LOCAL MANAGEMENT AND COPING MECHANISMS TO CLIMATE 
SHOCKS (15 minutes)

1. What is the main risk/hazard coping strategies that households and communities use 
to deal with climate shocks after a disaster? (Response and recovery)

2. What are the main risk management strategies/approaches that households and 
communities use in preparation for future climate shocks/hazards? (Preparedness)

3. How effective are these risk-coping strategies and management approaches? 
(Separate coping strategies (response/recovery) from management approaches 
(preparedness).

Stage 3: FINANCIAL SERVICES FOR LOCAL PREPAREDNESS FOR, RESPONSE 
TO, AND RECOVERY FROM CLIMATE AND DISASTER RISKS (20 minutes)

1. Do households save money? If yes, for what purpose? If no, why?
2. What are the key current financial/credit services that are available and accessible 

to households and communities (e.g., banks, microfinancing agencies, community-
based microfinancing–savings group, community development funds)?

3. Do households get access to credit for productive investment or livelihood? If yes, 
how? (Information/awareness drive, credit agents, etc.)

4. If you responded “no” in Q3, what are the key problems or impediments to credit 
access for productive investment or livelihood?

5. What is the importance of these credit services and financial institutions that provide 
services to households and local communities in ensuring their preparedness for, 
response to, and recovery from climate risks/hazards?
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Stage 4: LOCAL VIEWS AND NEEDS FOR CDRFI (30 minutes)

1. What is your understanding or feeling about CDRFI?
2. Please share and briefly describe any experience that you have about climate and 

disaster risk financing.
3. What do you think is the importance of CDRFI in improving households and 

communities’ resilience against the negative impacts of climate change?
4. What are the climate and disaster risk financing needs of households, communities, 

and other stakeholders (e.g., agri-insurance, microenterprise insurance, credit for 
economic infrastructure development, loans for microenterprise resilience building)?

5. How can CDFI as a program be effectively implemented for households, communities, 
and LGUs? (Approaches/strategies, mechanisms, modalities)

6. What could be the effective technology transfer and capacity-building approaches 
to effectively enhance local capacities in the implementation and sustainable 
management of climate and disaster risk financing programs in your community?

Stage 5: MAP COMMUNITY OF PRACTICE (30 minutes)

1.  What is your understanding or view about MAP as a participatory development 
practice in improving the resilience of communities to climate change?

2. How can a MAP as a community of practice approach be established and sustained 
in your community? (Sharing of existing MAPs if any)

3. What could be the role of MAPs in the effective implementation and sustainable 
management of climate and disaster risk financing programs in your community?

4. What do you think are the next steps to take to sustain and enhance the MAP toward the 
implementation of climate and disaster risk financing programs in your community?

5. What are the problems or impediments that you expect in the realization of MAPs for 
the effective and sustainable implementation of climate and disaster risk financing 
programs in your community?

CONCLUDING REMARKS (10 minutes)

• We would like to thank you for actively participating. The session has been a very 
fruitful discussion, and we hope that you found it relevant and interesting.

• The ideas and information that you have shared will be very valuable to the study.
• Again, we are informing everybody that the information that you have shared will be 

kept confidential and will be anonymous as they will be featured in our report.
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Annex 4. KII survey questionnaire for cooperatives, 
October 2021.

MULTI-ACTOR PARTNERSHIP ON CLIMATE AND DISASTER RISK FINANCING 
AND INSURANCE 

KII Interview Schedule for Cooperatives

INTRODUCTION

• Welcome. Thank you for your time and effort for this key informant interview (KII). You 
have been identified and requested for this interview as a contributor to our research 
as your point of view is very important in the generation of relevant information related 
to climate and disaster risk finance and insurance (CDRFI) as an approach to climate 
change adaptation that will enable vulnerable communities to effectively prepare for, 
respond to, and recover from the negative effects of climate-induced disasters. We 
greatly appreciate your presence.

• CDRFI is a climate financing support program that aims to strengthen the resilience 
of vulnerable local communities and protect the lives and livelihoods of poor and 
vulnerable people against the impacts of climate-related disasters (InsuResilience 
Global Partnership).

• MAP is a strategy to mobilize efforts across a diverse range of local sectors and 
stakeholders in the delivery of services related to the effective and sustainable CDRFI 
for poor and vulnerable local people (InsuResilience Global Partnership).

• This interview is designed to generate local-based information that will be used in 
the development of pipeline climate and disaster risk reduction financing projects, 
particularly for Haiyan/Yolanda-affected areas; analyze the local landscape for 
the effective means of implementation, such as finance, technology and capacity-
building; and examine the investment costs of priority adaptation and mitigation 
actions. Specifically, this interview is intended to:

 º Know the views, perceptions, and experiences of local stakeholders with regard 
to CDRFI;

 º Determine the financing needs of LGUs, including effective technology transfer 
and development as well as capacity-building, to address the impacts of climate 
change; 

 º Discover the means and processes for the establishment of a MAP community 
of practice at the local/community level, and

 º Collectively plan for the next steps in furthering the partnership for the tangible 
implementation of CDRFI. 
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CONFIDENTIALITY/ANONYMITY 

The information that you will be sharing in this discussion will be kept at utmost confidentiality. 
We would appreciate if you will refrain from discussing others’ shared information outside of 
this session. You may refuse to offer a response to any questions that you do not wish to 
answer. However, please try your best to answer and actively participate as much as possible.

BASIC COOPERATIVE INFORMATION

1. Name of cooperative:___________________________________________
2. No. of years in operation: ________________
3. Number of members:___________
4. Types of operations engaged in: ______________________________________
5. Cooperative’s capital build-up (PhP):________________________

MAJOR LIVELIHOODS/BUSINESS OPERATIONS AND CLIMATE RISKS/HAZARDS

6. What are the major or key climate and disaster risks/hazards that have affected your 
major livelihood or business activities? Include the measures as evidence (e.g., coastal 
erosion, sea water intrusion, landslide, flooding).

7. Which among the major livelihood or business activities are the most vulnerable to 
climate and disaster risks/hazards? 

8. Was there an increase in unpaid labor work, both for men and women members, 
because of the impacts of climate risks/hazards? What particular tasks are these?

9. What have been the most important assets of your cooperative that are at risk to 
climate change hazards? 

LOCAL MANAGEMENT AND COPING MECHANISMS TO CLIMATE SHOCKS

10. What are the main risk/hazard coping strategies that your cooperative uses to deal 
with climate shocks after a disaster? (Response and recovery)

11. What are the main risk management strategies/approaches that your cooperative 
uses in preparation for future climate shocks/hazards? (Preparedness)

12. How effective are these risk coping strategies and management approaches? 

FINANCIAL SERVICES FOR LOCAL PREPAREDNESS FOR, RESPONSE TO, AND 
RECOVERY FROM CLIMATE AND DISASTER RISKS

13. What are the key current financial/credit services that are available and accessible 
to your cooperative (e.g., banks, microfinancing agencies, community-based 
microfinancing–savings group)?

14. Did your cooperative get access to credit for productive investment or livelihood? If 
yes, how? (Information/awareness drive, credit agents, etc.)

15. If you answered “no” in Q2, what are the key problems or impediments that your 
cooperative has experienced in accessing credit for productive investment or 
livelihood?
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16. What is the importance of these credit services and financial institutions that provide 
services to cooperatives in ensuring their preparedness for, response to, and recovery 
from climate risks/hazards?

LOCAL VIEWS AND NEEDS FOR CDRFI

17. What is your understanding of CDRFI in relation to your cooperative’s business 
operations?

18. Does your cooperative have any experience in implementing CDRFI in your operations 
and members?

19. If your cooperative’s experience is not specific to climate change and disasters, do 
you have any experience in managing risk transfer instruments, such as insurance, 
health, death, and others?

20. Do you think there is a need and a place for climate change and disaster-specific 
financial instruments in your cooperative’s operations and among your members? 
(Yes or No)

21. If there is a need for climate change and disaster-specific financing instruments in 
your cooperative and among your members, what would they be (e.g., agri-insurance, 
microenterprise insurance, health insurance, risk/hazard-related insurance, loans for 
infrastructure rehabilitation)?

22. Will your cooperative be willing to explore CDRFI product design and implementation? 
Why?

23. How can CDRFI as a program be effectively implemented in support of cooperatives’ 
operations? (Approaches/strategies, mechanisms, modalities)

24. What could be the effective technology transfer and capacity-building approaches 
to effectively enhance local capacity for the implementation and sustainable 
management of climate and disaster risk financing programs?

CONCLUDING REMARKS 

• Thank you for your time and effort in actively responding to the questions. The session 
has been a very fruitful discussion, and I hope you found it relevant and interesting.

• The ideas and information that you have shared will be very valuable to the study.
• Again, I would like to inform you that the information that you have shared will be kept 

confidential and will be anonymous as they will be featured in our report.
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