T

B
p—

- . —
YU A SSMI’OW

sontrasting GrisissandNormal-
- Impact Assessment

Charles Kelly,
Benfleld Hazard Research Centre,

il

-~ University College London
Email: 72734.2412@Compuserve.com

|IAIA 04



[IUedUCtion W, - —

" —
.

DIHEENC €S between normal and' disaster impact
el sseaafr
o) _:__ster assessment challenge: Quickly
JrJe ﬁy define and guantify the economic,
ocial and human impacts so that rescue, relief
#"f"'_“‘ f_émd rehabilitation assistance can avoid further
‘damage.

® Disaster assessment contrasts sharply with the
slower pace of a normal impact assessment.
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N BIIITEI A SSESSIMENLS PIoVICE a 'c.
dISEStEr | mpact assessments.

S\ ermaliimpact assessments can identify
IBLEN ;, |mpacts SO that:

E E_i y can be avoided or,

--=-':

;;__, . ﬂcorporated Into disaster assessments.
-:ﬁ_“'Dlsaster assessment results need to integrate
- Into normal impact assessments during recovery
~_planning and activies.
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SESknow disasters will occur, but not always
Wigen:

S The soc al context defines the occurrence and
161 JOJelo t of a disaster.

, 35aster IS an event which exceeds a
~=GCommunity’s immediate ability to cope and for
ﬁ_"‘*"ﬁWthh outside assistance Is needed for a speedy

— return to normal conditions.

- Effective response needs accurate information
and analysis on impact.
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e Adaptive

SVIren: ental Impact Asse Jii.'b—

- Be@#-actlce

& Participative

® |nterdisciplinary
® Credible

® |ntegrated

® Transparent

e Systematic

From: Principles of Environmental
Impact Assessment Best Practice,
see Www.laia.org.
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svienmental Impact Assessiments.
Best'Practice

BRIGorous e Participative
® |nterdisciplinary

® Credible
® |ntegrated
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__:::_)-ﬂﬁ t-effective * Transparent
. :
~ = Efficient e Systematic
5 : From:'PrincipIes of Environmental
-® Focuysed Impact Assessment Best Practice,

see Www.iaia.org.

e Adaptive
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Spigere Indicators

ion collection and'gﬁal'_yWndaFdized an
asible, data are disaggregated by sex and age.”
are cross-checked and validated.

—

hysical and security environment, vulnerability of affected populations,
ying context of the disaster are considered.

nent considers the dynamics of conflict-affected environments.
cities and strategies to cope ... are identified.”

rrangements should be made for groups which cannot speak openly.
not-disaster-affected) populations should be consulted as part of the
sment process.

= 'ératlng environment (personal safety, security of the affected population) is
*____-:__—__-, uﬂn‘v-*" ered in the assessment.
= 85 Ap assessment “takes into account the responsibilities of ... authorities to protect and
— aSSISt the population ... and ... national law, standards and guidelines appllcable

"'_"""H - where the affected populatlon Is found, when they conform to international law.”

- = -Results are made available to the affected population, authorities and other parties
involved in the disaster response.
e Assessment recommendations for external assistance are linked to an exit or
transition strategy.

® Assessment teams should be gender-balanced, have clear terms of reference and
seek to involve the affected population in a culturally acceptable manner.
Source: Humanitarian Charter and Minimum Standards for Disaster Response

|IAIA 04



i

contextual Difference
NI al and' Disaster ASsessments

~Adapted from mform“rprowded by UNHRC and CARE International

MNorrrizl Bp—— - DISaster:
> Deljgeraie pro actlve s Reactive

gf
> WilF geigle) o gl & extensive: ® May need to be partial in
SOImPrENENnsIVE data collection coverage; based on available data

“No-grefele Aoptlon IS a possible * “No project” outcome is not an
oL 1£com° e option

= Comple ed i months to years ® Completed in hours to weeks
=) *HFJ <l ¢t launch planned e Sudden onset
s Lo ailon chosen ® Unpredictable location
_-'-"-_ﬁ-'_'° ~ Buration planned ® Uncertain duration
—Z— 'B«eneﬂuary population identifiable ® Beneficiary population
' & static heterogeneous & dynamic
- * Environmental goals may be made ® Priority given to life saving
compatible with' socio-economic activities sometime difficult to
ones reconcile with environmental goals
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B e IMpact ASSEssment
fOe JJ On needs: water, shelter,
IOQE secu Mty .

__ a@rmal assessments focus on
= lmpacts

“® Ppst-disaster assessments focus
on Impacts more than needs.
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gisEpid collection and analysis of available
RioHNa ;@n to Identify the impact of the disaster
zligd rr 2 pasic needs required for survival.

o
'h-

= r LE : assessment leading to more complete and
ﬂ_ e plex assessments as the disaster progresses.

—= Eventually merges Iinto post disaster and normal
‘assessments.
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ASSIple aﬁd@lﬁplexd?m

BSiiple, because process and objectives are
GEzl: provide needed analysis to reduce the
1M er( r of the disaster as soon as possible.

=G QL&EO ex because:
——— ~og|st|cs and challenge of getting data and processing

o e

| —— 3

~  information.

—

'— Most assessments are sector-focused and don'’t lead
to comprehensive (disaster-wide) results.

e
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@ptions for Comprehensiver

Asﬁ%ments

- LJ\/ illoods Approach: Looks at full range of
‘ surrounding a disaster, but can be

:)
-
C

Ing to complete In a disaster.

P
—
-

A I .f‘
CLlel JJ =
Bl hfonlc Conflict and Humanitarian Response: A Synthesis of Current Practice,

{ p.odi.org.uk/publications/working_papers/wp182.pdf & Sustainable Livelihood and Vulnerability to
http //www.benfieldhrc. org/S|teRoot/d|saster studies/working_papers/workingpaper2.pdf

'—-—-_

= ® Rapid Environmental Impact Assessment in
'i"'r'l Dlsasters which provides a comprehensive

= approach, but does not address sector specific
ISsues In detall.

See Guidelines for Rapid Environmental Impact Assessment in Disasters,
http://www.benfieldhrc.org/SiteRoot/disaster_studies/rea/rea_index.htm
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5e who conduct assessments in normal
J]'fj‘@ need to understand how
essments in disasters are done so they

| formulate their assessments in ways
hich support disaster assessments.

— -—Need to Identify ways to bridge the gap
- between the two assessment approaches.

——
s
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onclusions _contr

SNErmal assessments can consider potential
dJ“LJ’ |mpacts In the assessment process.

_ s ‘assessments need to collect and
t data and analysis so they can be used in
I Impact assessments.

= - ster assessment efforts need to move
=" __*tewards a comprehensive process and outcome.

- ® Other assessment procedures need to be
developed to fill the operational gap between
disaster and normal assessments.
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