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Ethiopia has been experiencing climatic shocks such as

droughts and floods, increased temperatures, and erratic MethOdOIOgy

rainfall. The study employed a mixed research approach along with a

The need for urgent and effective steps to build resilience is cross-sectional study design.
unguestionable. Data were collected from 210 HHs with 4 FGDs and 4 Kils.

To recover from climate-induced shocks, socio-cultural networks ~ Analyzed through descriptive statistics while qualitative data

are conventional approaches that promote collective action and
mutual support of various communities.

This study assessed the experienced climate change-induced
shocks and role of social networks in coping with incured shock.

Results

The study findings found that various climatic shocks such as
droughts, erratic rainfall, human-wildlife conflict, crop failure,

locust invasion, animals dead due to lack of water and postures, o | |
wind, water resources-based conflict, and floods were The finding reveals that in response to these shocks’ various

experienced by the community over the last five years. social network-based community support practices were played
a significant role in coping with climate-induced shocks.

Fig.1l: Focus group discussion and interview at field

Fig. 2: Most severe climate change-
induced shocks Fig.5: Social Network-Based Community Support Practices
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Climate change-induced shocks Ranking based on frequency
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Fig. 6: Community-based support (provision of food in kind)
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