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Post-disaster shelter and housing - what is it and Pre-existing shelter and housing
why is it important? vulnerability and post-disaster recovery

— IS there a link?

Shelter and housing are critical for survival and recovery post-disaster. They are
key to building short and long-term resilience, providing physical safety and
protection, and enabling social and economic recuperation by supporting the
continuation of economic, educational and community activities. Shelter and
housing recovery is a social process and considering it in terms of what it
does rather than merely what it is allows it to be used as a proxy for observing
household recovery during the transitional phase.

Pre-existing vulnerability determined using two proxies:

1. Post-disaster housing damage - indicator of the
strength/weakness of a home before Yolanda.

2. Pre-Yolanda employment type - indicates the potential
for reduced, unstable or non-existent income following
Yolanda.
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Results show that pre-existing vulnerabilities in the form of

weak housing and insecure employment / livelihoods before

Yolanda, often translated into post-Yolanda housing and

employment / economic vulnerabilities in both the short term

(up to three months) and the medium term (four months to 3

years). Those identified to have pre-existing

vulnerabilities in these domains also experienced.:
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* Longer periods of unemployment post-Yolanda
» Longer periods of time in temporary and transitional
housing post-Yolanda

Temporary: Debris shelter

TEMPORARY ACCOMMODATION Family & friends, hotels

Figure 1: Leyte (Philippines): examples of shelter and housing types. Temporary » Poorer quality housing repairs over the short and medium
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‘Pre-disaster vulnerability in terms of housing and
employment extends into the post-disaster era, sometimes
well into what is often considered the recovery phase,
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reinforcing precarious living and working conditions even years A
followi ng a disaster. May have physical robustness of permanent housing

Location may or may not allow return to education and livelihoods
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Figure 2: Adapted journey through post-disaster shelter and housing building on the earlier
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weaker housing were far more likely not to have received dotted arrows show paths not seen within this study, but possible movement that could be
assistance (cash, materials) than those in robust housing. observed in other case study locations (Yore & Faure Walker, submitted).
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