
Livelihoods Mapping to Understand Humanitarian Impact - Balkans 
June 2004 – January 2005 
  
The objective of the fieldwork is to test the utility of the Livelihoods Initiatives Program’s modified livelihoods 
framework (see Figure 1, below) for mapping livelihoods system in conflict-affected settings. Field work will 
commence with the identification of research partners in June/July, 2004 and continue through January, 
2005.  We are interested to learn if livelihoods mapping presents new insights for understanding the impact 
(or not) of humanitarian interventions on households during conflict, e.g., we are interested in developing 
tools that appropriately place the various impacts of humanitarian intervention in the broader context of 
household livelihood strategies.  (By contrast, most reviews of humanitarian intervention use the intervention 
itself as a point of departure, e.g. looking at a shelter intervention and trying to gauge its impact.  We are 
interested in first mapping various households' livelihoods systems and then seeing from there what type of 
impact(s) the intervention did/did not have.  The whole exercise is about putting interventions in their proper 
context from the households' points of view.)   
 
We are currently considering focusing our work on Sarajevo, Tuzla (and other sites in Bosnia) and some 
additional sites in Serbia.  In Bosnia, the characteristics of the communities we are looking for are those that 
were both heavily impacted by conflict and also heavily assisted with humanitarian interventions.  In Serbia, 
we will be looking for communities that were heavily impacted by conflict but were minimally (or not at all) 
assisted with humanitarian assistance.  We will also work in Sarajevo because OFDA funded an extensive 
range of livelihood interventions there.   
  
In addition to considering a range of households in areas where OFDA-funded interventions have been 
undertaken historically, we are particularly interested in mapping the livelihood systems of households that in 
some way might have been affected in some way by OFDA-funded shelter interventions (e.g. direct 
beneficiaries, carpenters, suppliers, local NGO workers, etc.)  This is because OFDA funded a full evaluation 
of their shelter program, and we are interested in comparing our findings to theirs.  However, it is important to 
stress that the evaluation of the shelter program is not the main objective of the work. The point is to put the 
OFDA interventions in perspective.  Humanitarians often assume that their interventions were the "make or 
break" inputs that determined the survival of households.  We would like to critically examine this 
assumption. 
  
Figure 1.  A Livelihoods Model Adapted for Violent Settings 
 

 
Source:  Lautze, S. and Raven-Roberts, A. (in press) “Violence and Complex Humanitarian Emergencies:  
Implications for Livelihoods Models” Disasters: The journal of disaster studies, policy and management. 
 
For further information, please contact Sue Lautze, Director, Livelihoods Initiatives Program, Feinstein 
International Famine Center, Tufts University, Medford, MA 02155; sue.lautze@tufts.edu 
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