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Resilience	  

For	  this	  report,	  the	  evalua0on	  team	  defines	  
resilience	  as	  follows:	  
	  
Resilience	  is	  the	  capacity	  of	  the	  affected	  
community	  to	  self-‐organize,	  learn	  from	  and	  
vigorously	  recover	  from	  adverse	  situa:ons	  
stronger	  than	  it	  was	  before.	  
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Dimensions	  of	  	  
	  Resilience	  Indicators	  

Wealth:  
•  Food consumption 
•  Asset wealth (physical and financial assets) 
•  Percent expenditure on food 
•  Household expenditure per capita 
•  Household savings 

Debt and Credit: 
•  Household solicited credit in the past 12 months 
•  Household accumulated debt in the past 12 months 
•  Household purchased food using credit in the past month 
•  Household purchased non-food items/services using credit in the past 12 months 
 
Coping Behaviors: 
•  Reduced Coping Strategies Index (CSI) 

•  Number of coping strategies used in the past year  
•  Number of coping strategies that might be used in the future 

 

Human Capital: 
•  Dependency percent 
•  Household head’s level of education 
•  Presence of one or more household 

members incapable of working regularly 



Dimensions	  of	  	  
	  Resilience	  Indicators	  

Protection and Security: 
•  Prevalence of households that reported having a security problem since the earthquake 
•  Prevalence of households that reported that the security situation had improved, remained 

stable, became worse but returned to normal, or became worse and remained that way 
since the earthquake. 

•  Shock of “insecurity” in the past year had negatively impacted their livelihood, their 
capacity to produce or buy food or has led to the depletion of savings and assets.  

 
Community Networks: 
•  Awareness of the existence of community networks (associations/organizations) 
•  Members of household who participated in community networks (associations/

organizations) 
 
Psychosocial Status: 
•  Well-being Index 
•  GHQ-12 (General Health Questionnaire-12) 
 
 





Wealth	  Dimension:	  Indicators	  

For	  the	  wealth	  dimension,	  the	  team	  calculated	  a	  composite	  score	  using	  the	  
following	  indicators	  from	  the	  June	  2011	  Household	  Survey:	  

•  Household	  expenditure	  per	  capita	  
•  Household	  savings	  
•  Food	  consump$on	  
•  Percent	  of	  expenditure	  on	  food	  
•  Asset	  wealth	  



Wealth	  Indicator:	  	  
	  Household	  Expenditure	  per	  capita 

	  
Camp	  households	  reported	  lower	  expenditures	  (indica$ng	  
lower	  income)	  than	  non-‐camp	  households	  in	  the	  directly	  
affected	  areas,	  with	  a	  higher	  percentage	  of	  camp	  households	  
(34%)	  spending	  less	  than	  $1.25	  USD/person/day	  compared	  to	  
non-‐camp	  households	  (20%).	  	  



Wealth	  Indicator:	  	  
	  Household	  Savings 

	  
•  Camp	  households	  (18%)	  were	  more	  likely	  than	  non-‐camp	  

households	  (9%)	  to	  have	  lost	  their	  savings	  since	  the	  
earthquake,	  and	  less	  likely	  to	  have	  accumulated	  any	  savings	  
since.	  	  

•  A	  higher	  percentage	  of	  camp	  households	  (62%)	  than	  non-‐
camp	  households	  (49%)	  in	  the	  directly	  affected	  areas	  had	  no	  
savings.	  	  	  



Wealth	  Indicator:	  	  
	  Food	  Consump$on 

	  
	  
20%	  of	  camp	  households	  fell	  into	  the	  poor/borderline	  level	  of	  
food	  consump$on,	  while	  only	  12%	  of	  non-‐camp	  households	  
did.	  	  



Wealth	  Indicator:	  	  
	  Asset	  Wealth 

18	  months	  a]er	  the	  earthquake,	  54%	  of	  camp	  
households	  s$ll	  had	  not	  recovered	  to	  their	  pre-‐
earthquake	  asset	  ownership	  level,	  compared	  to	  30%	  of	  
non-‐camp	  households.	  	  
	  
	  
	  



Dimension:	  Wealth	  

Finding:	  Nearly	  two	  years	  aAer	  the	  earthquake,	  more	  than	  a	  third	  of	  
households	  in	  the	  areas	  directly	  affected	  by	  the	  earthquake,	  and	  
more	  than	  a	  half	  of	  households	  living	  in	  the	  camps,	  had	  not	  
recovered	  their	  basic	  physical	  assets.	  

Finding:	  Popula:ons	  in	  the	  directly	  affected	  areas,	  	  
	  par:cularly	  those	  in	  camps,	  	  
	  are	  now	  at	  risk	  of	  becoming	  	  
	  chronically	  poor	  at	  levels	  	  
	  similar	  to	  those	  found	  in	  the	  	  
	  most	  vulnerable	  popula:ons	  	  
	  throughout	  the	  country.	  

	  	  



Dimension:	  Debt	  and	  Credit	  

Finding:	  Camp	  households	  were	  more	  highly	  indebted	  
and	  had	  less	  favorable	  terms	  of	  credit	  than	  non-‐
camp	  households	  in	  the	  directly	  affected	  areas.	  	  



Dimension:	  Coping	  behaviors	  
	  
	  

Finding:	  Among	  the	  directly	  affected	  popula:on,	  
camp	  households	  were	  par:cipa:ng	  in	  more	  coping	  
behaviors	  that	  led	  to	  decapitaliza:on	  than	  non-‐
camp	  households.	  



 
Dimension:	  Human	  Capital	  

Finding:	  Among	  the	  directly	  affected	  popula:ons,	  
there	  was	  liGle	  difference	  in	  overall	  human	  capital	  
between	  camp	  and	  non-‐camp	  households.	  



Dimension:	  Protec$on	  
	  and	  Security	  

	  
	  
Finding:	  Camp	  popula:ons	  had	  the	  lowest	  composite	  
security	  score	  of	  any	  popula:on	  group	  in	  Hai:.	  



Dimension:	  Community	  Networks	  

Finding:	  Community	  networks	  were	  a	  vital	  component	  of	  
resilience	  and	  were	  an	  important	  entry	  point	  for	  
humanitarian	  programming.	  Popula:ons	  in	  camps	  tended	  
to	  be	  aware	  of	  more	  community	  networks	  in	  their	  
communi:es,	  yet	  individual	  par:cipa:on	  remained	  low.	  

	  
Finding:	  Locally	  ini:ated	  community	  networks	  tended	  to	  

reflect	  the	  true	  needs	  of	  the	  communi:es,	  oAen	  revolving	  
around	  crea:on	  of	  jobs	  and	  other	  income-‐genera:ng	  
ac:vi:es.	  



Dimension:	  Psycho-‐social	  

Finding:	  Camp	  residents	  had	  a	  significantly	  worse	  psychological	  and	  
well-‐being	  status	  than	  any	  other	  group	  in	  the	  country.	  
Conserva:ve	  es:mates	  indicated	  that	  at	  least	  35%	  of	  adult	  camp	  
residents	  (most	  of	  which	  were	  household	  heads)	  have	  suffered	  
from	  acute	  psychological	  stress	  and	  at	  least	  33%	  had	  a	  poor	  well-‐
being	  status.	  

	  
Finding:	  The	  poor	  psychosocial	  status	  of	  the	  camp	  popula:ons	  was	  

overwhelmingly	  due	  to	  the	  stress	  of	  living	  in	  the	  camps.	  



	  
	  
HUMANITARIAN	  ASSISTANCE	  AND	  RESILIENCE	  





Impact	  of	  Humanitarian	  	  
	  Assistance	  and	  Resilience	  

	  
The	  following	  dimensions’	  composite	  scores	  were	  not	  
significant	  associated	  with	  humanitarian	  assistance:	  
•  Dimension:	  Wealth	  
•  Dimension:	  Debt	  and	  Credit	  
•  Dimension:	  Coping	  Behaviors	  
•  Dimension:	  Protec$on	  and	  Security	  
•  Dimension:	  Community	  Networks	  

	  
Psychosocial:	  The	  composite	  score	  for	  this	  dimension	  was	  
nega$vely	  associated	  with	  humanitarian	  assistance	  
	  



	  
	  
RECOMMENDATIONS	  



Recommenda$on	  

Humanitarian	  assistance	  should	  go	  
beyond	  immediate	  and	  life-‐
sustaining	  ac$vi$es	  to	  promote	  
resilience	  outcomes.	  



Recommenda$on	  	  

Stakeholders	  in	  Hai$	  should	  con$nue	  
to	  explore	  and	  op$mize	  resilience	  
outcomes	  through	  the	  development	  
of	  resilience	  metrics.	  



Recommenda$on	  	  

Stakeholders	  must	  recognize	  the	  
importance	  of	  developing	  and	  
monitoring	  resilience	  related	  
outcomes.	  



Recommenda$on	  	  

To	  effec$vely	  build	  household	  and	  
community	  resilience	  in	  Hai$,	  the	  
en$re	  na$on	  must	  be	  ac$vely	  
engaged	  and	  substan$al	  
investments	  must	  be	  made	  outside	  
the	  directly	  affected	  areas.	  






