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Evaluating the technical evidence

Is it user-friendly?

Clarity:

*  Number of pages

* Document type (purpose
and audience;)

Timeliness:
* How long before/after the
event was it available?

Scale of focus:

* What are the photos
showing?

*  What is the level of detail of
maps?

Strategic
Analysis
existing processes?

Is it relevant?

Humanitarian Priorities:

Who is affected,

Where are the affected and
How much need/how many
people

Why were people affected?

appropriate processes? shelter Processes:

acceptable processes?

Counting,

Describing,

Diagnosing,

Strategically interpreting:
different damage for different
people/places



Documents
produced or
used by:
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Documents produced or used by:

Scale of Maps included in the Document
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Comparing document samples from Haiti and Peru

Evidence on Humanitarian Priorities Evidence on Housing and Shelter Process:
e Who? * Count damage
 Where? * Describe damage
* How many people/how much need? * Diagnose damage (social and physical factors)
* How/why such damage? * Interpret impacts on different people or places
* Interpretation then informs response
Time (in years) between publication and the disaster event Time (in years) between publication and the disaster event
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Recommendations: gaps, marriage, synthesis

Filling Gaps: do more thinking ahead of time... let’s consolidate experiences of
post-disaster repair and retrofit and alternative approaches for rented, informal,
traditional or vernacular types of housing

Marriage: do the same thinking in the aftermath but do it together... let’s
put our information together to try to answer with technical ministries and disaster-
affected communities

Synthesis: think in new ways... let’s develop techniques to synthesise and
interpret technical evidence to understand the context of the shelter process.
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Did we manage to communicate technical evidence?!
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Communicating Technical Evidence: supporting people

making decisions about shelter after disasters Timeline: 15t August 2012 - 30th
November 2012

m org.nis.ﬁon:
ucL

Partners:
CARE International UK, Arup
Location:

UK

Summary: This project takes a fresh look at the collection and communication of evidence about ©CARE/Evelyn Hockstein
hazards, damage and needs after disasters.

http://www.humanitarianinnovation.org/projects/small-grants/UCL
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Documents produced or used by:

Who, Where, How much/how many, how/why “diagnosis”
questions

Who

Where

How many/how
much

How/why damage




How and why “diagnosis” questions by Case Study

Pakistan

No counting, diagnosis or |  No strategic Strategic Strategic Strategic Strategic Strategic Link analysis
interpretation interpretation |interpretation | interpretation|interpretation of|interpretation| interpretation | to response
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|
Images or Photographs Maps
(standalone) (standalone)

Who and where?
Numbers,
displacement,
vulnerabilities

IASCE [ . TRAMSITIONAL SMELTER - WHO, WHAT WHERE (19th Aprd 2016) lasc - EMERGENCY SHELTER GAP - 05 April 2040

How much? ‘ QT
Meeting Shelter a8
Needs

How come?
Context, risks,
damage
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Damage Hazard or Risk Diagnostic or

Exploratory or
Assessments Assessments

Advisory Engineering Experimental
Engineering
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Humanitarian
Needs
Assessments

Strategic or
Planning
Documents
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Procedural
Guidelines

transitional settlement
displaced populations

Safer Homes, Stronger Communities
A Handbook for Recotstructing aier Mahird) Disastees

Assessment
Guidelines
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Compilation of Individual Case
Case Studies Study

SHELTER PROJECTS
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P NCR? T NCR

PDLR? TDLR
Structural Design Building Codes General Design General
Parameters Brief Construction
Principles
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Building Instruction Standard Design Design Options

Manual Catalogue
DE BONNES PRATIQUES
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