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PRESENTATION OVERVIEW

• Introduction & summary of project to date

• The policy-practice-research nexus: Translation 

research and CC-DRR

• Summary and next research steps 



AUSTRALIAN NATIONAL STRATEGY FOR 

DISASTER RESILIENCE

NSDR notion of “shared responsibility”:

“Risk reduction knowledge [should be included] in 
relevant education and training programs, such as 

enterprise training programs, professional 
education packages, schools and institutions of 

higher education.” 



Moving from expert models to shared 

responsibility

1.Community capacity-building and helping a 

community help itself

2.A role for children & youth
1.Who are nested within schools, households and 

families

2.Who are nested within organisations and 

communities

3.Why do it and is it worth doing?



UNISDR CONSULTATION ON SENDAI

FRAMEWORK ON DISASTER RISK REDUCTION

“In particular children and youth have been singled 
out as having specific needs in terms of school 
safety, child-centred risk assessments and risk 
communication. But, more importantly, if 
appropriately educated and motivated on disaster 
risk reduction, they will lead and become the 
drivers of change” (UNISDR, 2013)



ADVOCACY IS IMPORTANT…

BUT EMPIRICAL SUPPORT IS THE ARBITER

Recent reviews of children’s disaster resilience 
education programs done by our team, for post-2015 
Sendai Framework process, in the empirical literature 
and for our BNHCRC program of research, document 
empirical support to date, while noting important 
policy-practice-research challenges

- Ronan (2015) and Towers, Handmer, Ireland et al (2015).  In 
UNISDR Global Assessment Report 2015

- Johnson, Ronan, Johnston, Peace (2014). IJDRR
- Ronan, Alisic, Towers, Johnson, Johnston (2015). CPR
- Rashid, Ronan, & Towers (2016). Chapter in education text



TRANSLATION RESEARCH: THE TRIANGLE

Policy/Implementation

Practice Research





BHNCRC research activity 1: Stakeholder views
BHNCRC research 

activity 1: 
Stakeholder views

BNHCRC RA 2a: 
Evidence-based 

practice 
evaluation 

framework &  co-
evaluation with 

end user agencies 

Research 
Objectives

Communication

Utilisation 
Objectives

Business 
Objective

Improved DRR capability of children, 
households and communities nationwide 

that produce cost-effective DRR and 
resilience outcomes

Brief stakeholders via DRANZSEN, End User 
capacity building exchanges and co-creation 

process

Help End Users 
Agencies upgrade CC-

DRR resources to 
reflect best practices

BNHCRC RA 3a: 
Practice-based 
evidence: Are 

programs 
producing student 

and DRR 
outcomes?

Milestones

EM Agency End Users agree to 
CC-DRR co-creation process

CC-DRR app 
specified, v.1 

developed

CC-DRR 
Best 

Practice 
Guidelin

es

Resources to 
assist End Users 

engage in ongoing 
monitoring of CC-

DRR programs

Stakeholder support State Depts of EM and Ed 
endorse plan

Resources to support 
practice implementation  

inc. teacher training  
and other tools

Broad rollout commences

Budget approved for next 
phase of utilisation activity

Draft Child Centred Disaster 
Risk Reduction Utilisation 

Roadmap 

2015 2016 2017-2021
Readiness Level 3 5 5 6 82

Resources to 
support policy 

implementation

BNHCRC RA 4b: 
Implementation 

research: can 
programs be 
scaled up and 

sustained?

CC-DRR drills 
modules 

developed

2014

CC-DRR  Scoping 
and Review

BNHCRC 2b:  
Evaluate  a drills-
based program 

inc. Teacher 
Training and  App: 
Evaluate against 

practice 
Framework 

BHNCRC RA 3b: 
Do CC-DRR 

programs produce 
cost savings?

BHNCRC  RA 4a: 
Implementation 
research:  Can 
programs be 
implemented 

effectively in local 
contexts?

BNHCRC RA 4c: 
Can CC-DRR be 

reflected in state 
and national DRR 

policy?

Brief stakeholders via AFAC CSG amd CETG, 
ANZEEMC CESC

Brief state Depts of Education and A-G’s 
office

CC-DRR policy development at 
national and state levels



YEAR 1-2 SUMMARY

1.Year 1
1. Comprehensive scoping and review

2. Stakeholder research: What are their views?

3. Initial education program evaluations
1. Effectiveness

2. Implementation & utilisation

2.Year 2
1. Continuing stakeholder research 

2. Practice and evaluation framework co-development

3. Education program development linked to school drills



Our scoping reviews of policy, practice 

and research: The promise

1.Children’s disaster resilience education (C-

DRE) programs: Over 40 published studies 
a. Only one published prior to 2000

2.Experimentally-based studies support child 

& youth “interest” and increases in DRR & 

resiliency indicators, including those done in 

Australia and New Zealand



Summary of overall literature to date

1. Child and youth disaster resilience 
education (C-DRE) programs produce 
benefits in knowledge, risk perceptions, 
mitigation, preparedness, reduction in fears 
and other indicators

2. But, 
- They are often developed without reference to 

evidence-supported tenets
- They are often not monitored & evaluated
- They are done in sporadic, one off ways, rather than 

consistently or at scale
- We don’t know to what extent they actually produce 

DRR & Resilience outcomes when it matters



Core challenges: 

Our research narrative

1.Practice-research nexus: Are programs 

effective in all instances; do benefits extend to 

schools, homes, communities and into 

Response and Recovery; are benefits cost 

effective?

2.Policy-practice-research nexus: Can effective 

C-DRE/CC-DRR programs be implemented at 

scale and sustained over time?



YEAR 3 (AND BEYOND)

1.Practice-based evidence: Outcome evals
a. Student learning outcomes

b. DRR & Resilience outcomes

c. Cost-related outcomes
a. With Veronique Florec and Fiona Gibson from UWA

2. Implementation/utilisation research
a. How best can effective programs be implemented at 

scale, done consistently and sustained over time?



2017-2021

Producing additional research knowledge 

and actual tools/utilization products for 

End Users to promote development of 

effective programs that, by 2021, translate 

into scaled up, cost effective programs 

that actually reduce risk and increase 

resilience for children, schools, 

households and communities 
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The “translational space”: The 

policy-practice-research nexus

Policy/Implementation

Practice Research



Going to Scale: Recommended Steps  

1.Develop education programs

2.Develop partnerships: policy, practice, research

3.Pilot evaluations

4. Implement on larger scale

5.Evaluate over time to ensure 

1. ‘Ultimate’ outcomes during Response & Recovery

2. Integration with community-driven approach

3.Builds resilience in adults of tomorrow



Key findings - Divergence
• Different facilitating and deterrent 

factors in implementing DRR 

education in classroomsNot enough space in the curriculum

Lack of DRR education materials

Training is required

Weak coordination between schools 

and other stakeholders

Topic is timely with upcoming risks

Not enough budget and personnel

63%

53%

47%

42%

42%

37%

AUSJKT

n.s

48%

84%

36%

n.s

30%

Not aware of existing policies on 

DRR in schools
52%

Personal interest is key facilitator41%

n.s

n.s

Key Factors


