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DESIGN OF THE INDEX - CAPACITIES

Community resilience to natural hazards

Coping Adaptive
capacity capacity

The means by which people or organizations use  The arrangements and processes that enable
available resources and abilities to face adverse  adjustment through learning, adaptation and
consequences that could lead to a disaster  transformation
(UNISDR 2004)

Factors influencing the ability to prepare for,  The facilitation of adaptation by governance,
absorb and recover from a natural hazard event  institutional, management and social

arrangements and processes.
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DESIGN OF THE AUSTRALIAN NATURAL DISASTER

RESILIENCE INDEX

Disaster Resilience

Coping capacity

Information &
engagement

Economic
capital

Social
character

Planning &
infrastructure

Emergency

> Social capital
services

Adaptive capacity

Social & Governance,

policy &
leadership

community
engagement
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INDEX - SOCIAL CHARACTER THEME

The social factors that influence the capacity to prepare for and recover from a natural hazard event
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Preliminary results — do not cite

INDEX - SOCIAL CHARACTER THEME

The social factors that influence the capacity to prepare for and recover from a natural hazard event
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INDEX - ECONOMIC CAPITAL THEME

The economic factors that influence the capacity to prepare for and recover from a natural hazard event
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INDEX - ECONOMIC CAPITAL THEME

The economic factors that influence the capacity to prepare for and recover from a natural hazard event
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INDEX — EMERGENCY SERVICES THEME

The capacity and potential of emergency service and health resources to respond to natural hazard events
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INDEX - COMMUNITY CAPITAL THEME

Capacity for cohesion, connectedness and coordination for mutual benefit
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INDEX - COMMUNITY CAPITAL THEME

Capacity for cohesion, connectedness and coordination for mutual benefit
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INDEX — PLANNING AND INFRASTRUCTURE THEME

The capacity to prepare for natural hazards using landuse planning, mitigation or disaster planning
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INDEX - GOVERNANCE, POLICY AND LEADERSHIP THEME

The capacity within agencies to learn, adapt and transform
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NEXT STEPS - THE STATE OF DISASTER RESILIENCE REPORT

Infrastructure & planning Economic capital

1) Strengths-based approach to
iInferpretation of disaster resilience Darlinghurst

T + Social character
0.6 0.8 1.0

Emergency services

- Innovation Leaders
- Lifestyle business hubs
- 0ld engineering centres

- Innovation Laggers

Community capital Information & engagement

Hobart HCHM Income, Inequality and Financial Stress

AURIN Heat Map

RAI Typology
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UTILIZATION

Australian Natural
Disaster Resilience
Index Results
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Research Utilisation — ANDRI

WA Department of Fire and Emergency Services - Community Preparedness
Rachel Armstrong

* Get Ready — Regionalised information on an All hazards
preparedness portal.

* Design and targeting of our community preparedness
programs at a regional and local level, eg. through our
Areas of community engagement focus.

* A conceptual framework to help evaluation the impact
or our programs on disaster resilience.

Department of Fire and Emergency Services



Adaptive Capacity

Governance policy and

I‘ Australian Natural Hazards Disaster Resilience Index '

Infrastructure and

Emergency Services Information and Community and social

Social Character Economic Capital engagement capital

leadership

planning

Presence, capacity Availability of
resources and warning information and
systems. Management engagement programs
and response planning on natural hazards

HOW DOES DFES CONTRIBUTE TO DISASTER RESLIENCE?

Strategic asset protection
Local Emergency Volunteer emergency DFES Media and Relationships between
Management and Bushfire services participation communications, and regions, stations,
Risk Management planning. and diversity alignment with the CPD brigades, groups and
advice. programs and units and their local
messages communities Emergency policy alignment and
implementation.

State and regional relationships
between DFES, Local
Governments & other
departments

DISASTER RESILIENCE FACTORS
THAT ARE MORE DIFFICULT FOR

DFES TO CONTRIBUTE TO

Public information and

community liaison

during emergencies HOW DOES COMMUNITY PREPAREDNESS
DIRECTORATE CONTRIBUTE TO DISASTER
RESLIENCE

Uptake of research and best
practice

" CE Embedded in DFES \
- A. DFES recognises the value of
’ —~ — - / community engagement in

) G | Community networks \ iqating di ;
| Prevention and Information and \ [ rﬂ::tly ostion mitigating disaster risk
reparedness engagement A. Level and diversity of B. DFES career and volunteer

flow between DFES, share local and DFES C. DFES works with services

communities, and local knowledge and make providers on business continuity

stakeholders and actions plans in : planning to maintain services to

organisations '} collaboration with DFES at risk communities are

N and other stakeholders maintained during an incident

C. At Risk commun Research and best practice
members are prepahrzd C. CED programs reflect best
and have adequate practice in community

Uik ; ‘ engagement and disaster
_\\suppoﬁlneeseofdisasﬁerﬁ_ \ vesil

= ) p! : :
& I Prevention and B. Individual, household A. Availability of local participation in local operational staff acceptand
L prepa_n-dnm survival planning and targeted and relevant prevention and adopt effective role in community
| = = - - ] A Induwdualleanfl z_repatu;aﬁon to respond to information on disasters preparedness activities engagement
I .oom@unﬂy vel \ S B. Two-way information B. Community members Business continuity planning

Attitude and
behaviour change

A. Changes in attitudes
values and norms
leading to community
action to reduce risk as
a result of community
engagement
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