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Getting the conditions 
right: building community 
capacity to support 
children and young 
people in regional 
communities in New 
South Wales and Victoria

Abstract
Over recent years, many 
regional and rural communities 
across Australia have 
experienced devastating 
drought, catastrophic bushfires, 
pandemic, mouse plague and 
multiple major flood events. A 
growing body of research has 
explored children and young 
people’s lived experience of 
disasters and has highlighted the 
centrality of local community 
efforts in recovery. However, 
recent disaster events have 
demonstrated an enduring need 
to build local community capacity 
to support children and young 
people’s recovery. Between 
2021 and 2024, Community 
Resilience Officers (CROs) were 
deployed to build capacity in 
northern, southern and central 
areas of New South Wales and 
East Gippsland in Victoria. A 
developmental evaluation 
captured the practices associated 
with Community Capacity 
Building-Disaster Recovery (CCB-
DR) and identified conditions 
that constrained and enabled 
these practices in different 
community contexts. This paper 
analyses this evaluation data 
through a socio-ecological lens 
and identifies 5 policy-relevant 
recommendations to improve 
practice. These are flexible 
funding for right time, right 
place intervention; involving 
children and young people in 
dialogue and decision-making; 
workforce capacity development; 
resourcing project leadership; 
and participatory research and 
evaluation to inform recovery 
capacity building interventions.

Introduction
Natural hazards disrupt the lives of children, young 
people, families and communities and leave trauma, 
grief and uncertainty in their wake (Carnie et al. 
2011), and people will likely experience similar events 
throughout their lives (Ebbeck et al. 2020; Peek et al. 
2016; Williamson et al. 2020). Disasters affect the social 
and emotional wellbeing of children and young people, 
their relationships with family and peers, interactions 
with school and recreation, housing and neighbourhood 
cohesion (Alston et al. 2019; Fothergill and Peek 
2015). Yet authorities continue to overlook, dismiss 
and neglect the views of children and young people in 
decision-making (Mort and Rodríguez-Giralt 2020). This 
highlights the largely untapped potential of the agency 
of children and young people in recovery and the need 
to build the capacities of adults to support and engage 
with them (Peek and Domingue 2020).

The Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction: 
2015-2030 (UNDRR 2015) states that, ‘Children and 
youth are agents of change and should be given the 
space and modalities to contribute to disaster risk 
reduction’ (p.23). The Advocate for Children and 
Young People in New South Wales (ACYP 2020) also 
recognises the need for children and young people’s 
empowerment, inclusion, choice, visibility, identity 
and connections and called for opportunities to 
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share stories and to participate in recovery. Learning 
from children and young people can also build social, 
economic and environmental recognition for future 
generations (Sadeghloo and Mikhak 2022). MacDonald et 
al. (2023a) highlighted that the loss, grief and loneliness 
of young people continues and there remains a need to 
increase their empowerment in emergency and disaster 
preparedness.

Children and young people’s recovery depends on 
personal, social, situational, cultural and community 
factors, and their responses change over time (Gibbs 
et al. 2014; Mooney et al. 2017; Shepard et al. 2017). 
However, marginalisation and social exclusion can impair 
their capacities to navigate events and recover well (Peek 
and Domingue 2020). In this context, the capabilities of 
adults to support children and young people’s recovery 
are critical, as is the availability of support (Dyregrov 2015; 
Freeman 2015; Gibbs 2014; Mooney 2017; Shepard 2017). 
Community leaders during disasters can help to overcome 
the barriers of post-event isolation and overwhelmed 
social infrastructure (Beckham et al. 2023). Caring and 
supportive relationships also strengthen wellbeing by 
incorporating ways to cope with stress and grief (Harms 
2015). Evaluation of Royal Far West’s Bushfire Recovery 
Program - a community-based program delivering 
multidisciplinary psychosocial support through 25 primary 
schools and 12 preschools - found positive mental health 
and education outcomes were reinforced by improving the 
trauma-knowledge and confidence of parents, carers and 
educators (Curtin et al. 2021).

Informal networks of individuals, groups and communities 
provide practical and emotional support during and after 
events (Moreton 2018). Their social capital is crucial to 
mobilise communities and increase safety, trust and 
recognition, which facilitate cooperation in the aftermath 
of disasters (Aldrich and Meyer 2015). Families, schools and 
communities play critical roles in recovery and preparing 
children and young people to successfully navigate future 
events (Masten 2021; Sanson and Masten 2023). The 
organisations that enable children’s connections with 
school, peers, recreation and cultural activities provide 
opportunities and support for building adaptive capacities 
(Shepard et al. 2017). These organisations may also have 
a role in building capacities of caregivers to cope and 
advocate for children and young people’s needs (Fothergill 
and Peek 2015; Shepard et al. 2017). After disasters, non-
government organisations and businesses are uniquely 
positioned to quickly mobilise resources to support 
marginalised groups, support coordination and service 
delivery (Sledge and Thomas 2019).

Such evidence shows the need to explore what is required 
to build community capacity that supports children and 
young people’s recovery and preparedness. This includes 

the role of socio-ecological and participatory processes in 
resilience and sustainability.

Evaluating community capacity building 
practices

MacKillop Family Services1 was funded from 2021–24 to 
work in 4 disaster-affected regions in New South Wales 
and Victoria to support the recovery and preparedness 
of children and young people. CROs were deployed to 
each region and trained in the Seasons for Growth2 and 
Stormbirds3 programs, which are evidence-based psycho-
educational wellbeing programs that help children and 
young people to navigate change, loss and grief.4 Evaluators 
from the Centre for Children and Young People at Southern 
Cross University were engaged to learn about the practices 
associated with community capacity building for disaster 
recovery (CCB-DR) that supports children and young 
people’s recovery and preparedness and the barriers and 
enablers of practice.

Ethics approval was obtained from Southern Cross 
University, number 2022/005 in February 2022.

Methods
Evaluation was informed by a socio-ecological and multi-
systems perspective (Masten 2021) and aligned with the 
Recovery Capitals Framework (Quinn et al. 2022). Inherent 
in this approach is the value of participatory processes in 
resilience building and sustainability (Quinn et al. 2022; 
Sharifi et al. 2017). Developmental evaluation provides 
evaluative data to inform social innovation related to 
complex social issues and environments and contributes 
to action-based learning. Integral to social change 
projects, developmental evaluation approaches uncover 
and interpret processes and outcomes to inform learning 
and decision-making for continuous adaptation (Mitchell 
et al. 2021). The Theory of Practice Architectures (Kemmis 
et al. 2014) provided a theoretical and methodological 
resource to conceptualise and explore practices 
associated with CCB-DR. Theory of Practice Architectures 
also supported evaluators to ‘zoom in’ on practices 
where they happened and to ‘zoom out’ to identify the 
individual, interpersonal, organisational, environmental, 
cultural and systemic contexts that enable and constrain 
practices (Nicolini 2012).

Nine reflective practice session groups, each of 1.5 hours 
with between 2 and 6 participants, were facilitated by 
evaluators. The groups explored what their communities 
in each region needed, how CROs might respond and what 

1.	 MacKillop Family Services at www.mackillop.org.au/.

2.	 Seasons for Growth at www.mackillopseasons.org.au/programs/seasons-for-
growth-children-and-young-people/.

3.	 Stormbirds at www.mackillopseasons.org.au/programs/stormbirds/.

4.	 Evaluations of the program at www.mackillopseasons.org.au/kb-article-
list/?kbc=program%20evaluations.

http://www.mackillop.org.au/
http://www.mackillopseasons.org.au/programs/seasons-for-growth-children-and-young-people/
http://www.mackillopseasons.org.au/programs/seasons-for-growth-children-and-young-people/
http://www.mackillopseasons.org.au/programs/stormbirds/
http://www.mackillopseasons.org.au/kb-article-list/?kbc=program%20evaluations
http://www.mackillopseasons.org.au/kb-article-list/?kbc=program%20evaluations
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they learnt. Additional data was collected through 7 semi-
structured one-hour interviews and full-day observation 
of an online workshop. Feedback from children and young 
people was gathered by CROs during their facilitation 
of Seasons for Growth and Stormbirds programs and 
CCB-DR activities. CROs and the project lead also 
contributed to data analysis. Evaluators initially identified 
practices and then developed practice descriptions with 
evaluation participants to ensure accuracy and salience. 
Findings were synthesised with current evidence to draft 
recommendations that participants refined for better 
relevance for their communities.

CROs brought a range of experience to this work. All 
held relevant degree- or diploma- level qualifications in 
teaching, psychology or community development. All were 
trained as Seasons for Growth and Stormbirds program 
facilitators (called ‘Companions’). Table 1 shows the 
methods, participants and duration of CRO involvement. 
The authors interpreted and synthesised the findings in 
light of evolving literature that was informed by the Theory 
of Practice Architectures and socio-ecological approaches 
to disaster resilience.

Findings

Practices associated with disaster recovery 
community capacity building

The evaluation uncovered 3 practices associated with 
CCB-DR: establishing relationships for collaboration, 
identifying and analysing needs and supporting adults in 

the lives of children and young people to understand and 
support recovery and wellbeing.

Establishing relationships: CROs established or developed 
existing relationships with school wellbeing and learning 
support officers, educators, principals and deputy 
principals; Elders and First Nations communities; mental 
health community workers, counsellors and psychologists; 
emergency services personnel, welfare service providers, 
local council recovery personnel and volunteers. Later, 
relationships were established with children and young 
people at the invitation of these.

Needs identification: The relationships formed the vehicle 
for ongoing need identification ‘on the ground’ by listening 
to people’s stories to learn about what had happened 
locally and important aspects of the community’s history 
and culture. CROs learnt from individuals and networks 
of people who shared information and strategies. CROs 
mapped gaps in support to identify the needs of adults and 
the children and young people in their lives.

Supporting the supporters: CROs tailored responses 
in each community to pilot and improve activities in 
collaboration with community representatives, the project 
lead and evaluators. In the early stages of the project, CROs 
reported ongoing hazards affecting these communities 
and shared the reports of adults feeling overwhelmed 
and unable to support children and young people, as the 
project lead explained:

They have the drought, fires, mouse plague, COVID. I 
have lost track of how many floods that have happened 
here since then. What we see is that professionals are 
willing to support children, but they're actually not able 
to do it at this point in time. 
(Reflective practice session 2)

Responding to this, CROs initially used psycho-educational 
approaches to improve the knowledge and skills of adults 
to support children and young people’s recovery. CROs 
noted the absence of children and young people in many of 
these interactions, as a CRO described:

…there's a real gap in disaster recovery conversations 
that give children a voice. And last week, working with 
traditional recovery agencies, who are very much into the 
practical response… [CRO2] brought it back to the voice 
of the children and their experience; that is where we 
have a way in. 
(Reflective practice session 3)

CROs were invited to directly support children and young 
people, for example, working alongside staff to deliver 
Seasons for Growth and Stormbirds or designing new 
programs (e.g.an ecological grief workshop for young 
people). Some young people reported this was the first 
opportunity they had to speak about the effects on 
them of the 2019–20 bushfires. Their feedback of the 

Table 1: Methods, participants and duration of involvement.

CRO (project region) Duration in CRO 
role 

Participated in 
interview (I), 

observation (O), 
reflective practice 

sessions (RP) 
CRO 1 (NSW central) 13 months I + O + 4 x RP

CRO 2 (NSW central) 13 months I + 4 x RP

CRO 3 (NSW northern) 12 months I + 4 x RP

CRO 4 (NSW central) 6 months None

CRO 5 (NSW southern) 9 months 1 x RP

CRO 6 (NSW southern) 10 months I + 3 x RP

CRO 7 (NSW northern) 5 months None

CRO 8 (Vic East Gippsland) 18 months 3 x RP 

Project Lead Project duration I + 9 x RP 

Manager Project duration I

External stakeholder 
(NSW, central)

NA I
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program was overwhelmingly positive (see https://vimeo.
com/842783362/49d341daba).

Practice encompassed:

	· raising awareness about children and young people’s 
participation, recovery and wellbeing

	· piloting and refining psycho-educational loss, grief and 
recovery workshops and training

	· reconnecting people to build hope at individual, family 
and community levels.

A workshop designed for mental health practitioners who 
are supporting children and young people was adapted 
for local hospital staff recovering from pandemic-related 
effects. The workshop was redesigned for disaster 
recovery personnel and parents/carers and then for 
children and young people. Rather than ‘doing for’, where 
conditions allowed, the CROs mobilised, co-facilitated 
and supported adults from the local community or 
school to deliver the Seasons for Growth and Stormbirds 
programs with multiple student cohorts simultaneously. 
This provided an opportunity to reach a large proportion 
of students while building capacity of the adults in their 
lives. In other settings where adults’ capacities were 
over-stretched, CROs delivered the programs directly with 
children and young people themselves.

Conditions enabling and constraining  
CCB-DR practices

The conditions that enabled and constrained CCB-DR 
practices related to the systemic, environmental and 
organisational arrangements like funding specifications, 

ongoing effects of disasters and the pandemic, 
organisational culture and capacity, and the evidence 
base informing this research. All evaluation participants 
identified the constraint of limited funding that prevented 
organisations from being able to pivot support to those 
places where the conditions and timing were right for the 
community. As CRO 3 stated:

Funding is offered for certain areas, or for certain fires, 
floods. But you can't anticipate what's coming up in the 
future. It probably needs to be a rolling CRO who can be 
movable into communities as and when needed, because 
I felt like I was perched on the side.

Timing is a constant constraint on CCB-DR practices. The 
COVID-19 pandemic restrictions and ongoing disaster events 
affected people in most of the New South Wales project, 
limiting community resources and requiring New South 
Wales-based CROs to pull back from CCB-DR practices to 
attend to urgent requests for support. Sensitivity to time 
between disaster events was important for CRO 8 who was 
working in small East Gippsland communities during 2023 
and 2024:

These towns are really struggling. You know, it's only 
4 years and that is nothing in terms of being along the 
journey. Four years stills feels like it could have happened 
a few months ago, you know. And the world’s tipped 
upside down since then.

Interpersonally, conditions enabling CCB-DR practices were 
the quality of local stakeholder relationships, working face-
to-face and the team’s sensitivity to the ‘right time’ for 
interventions.

Organisationally, there was consensus among evaluation 
participants that project leadership, team collaboration 
and group reflective practice sustained the hope and 
motivation of CROs to ‘stick with it’. The project lead role 
was not funded in the project but was internally funded 
in response to the complex barriers CROs faced in New 
South Wales. CROs appreciated the ‘willingness to let 
me immerse myself into the role in my way… that would 
probably be the most significant’ (CRO 2). Another CRO 
noted, ‘We've got a team leader who values people more 
than targets… we're really, really lucky like that’.

The quality of relationships with external stakeholders 
was another enabling condition. Being attuned to the 
exhaustion that existed within the community, CROs were 
still able to maintain and deepen relationships despite the 
‘pure exhaustion’ and ‘overwhelm’ they witnessed. For 
example, CRO 6 witnessed Elders in a southern New South 
Wales community calling for support at a local meeting 
in 2022. Over months, she supported multiple responses, 
including co-facilitating a culturally adapted loss and grief 
program with the local First Nations community.

CRO Wendy Ronalds facilitated the workshop in East Gippsland, 
Victoria.
Image: Tim Pace

https://vimeo.com/842783362/49d341daba
https://vimeo.com/842783362/49d341daba


  R E S E A R C H

© 2025 Australian Institute for Disaster Resilience54

On an individual level, CRO capabilities that assisted CCB-
DR included:

	· adapting and being flexible
	· being embedded within the community 
	· using trauma and healing-informed practice
	· amplifying the voices of children and young people
	· having knowledge and skills in CCB-DR.

Analysis of these conditions highlighted the critical 
systemic funding and environmental conditions that are 
out of the control of local community organisations. This 
illustrates the individual, interpersonal and organisational 
factors that fund support of CCB-DR practices.

Recommendations: getting the 
conditions right
This evaluation provides insights into the practices for 
building community capacity to enable children and young 
people’s recovery and resilience. In particular, ways of 
relating and offering support that lay the groundwork 
for recovery and resilience. These findings suggest that 
CCB-DR practices can be improved by setting up the 
enabling structural, environmental, organisational, family, 
community and individual conditions and minimising 
conditions that constrain those efforts. Reflecting on these 
findings and the available literature, 5 recommendations 
are offered to set the conditions for improved CCB-DR 
practice (see Figure 1).

Provide flexible funding to enable right time, 
right place intervention

As disaster events impact on regional communities and 
we learn more about what is needed for recovery for 
communities, families and individuals, flexible funding 
arrangements could enable organisations to identify and 
respond appropriately to need and build assets, networks 
and resources in communities as required. Availability of 
funding at the ‘right time’ and ‘right place’ would enable 
deployment of CCB-DR practitioners practiced in inter-
generational recovery and wellbeing. Organisations need 
to have long-term connections in communities where 
socially and economically disadvantaged and marginalised 
populations have a high likelihood of natural hazard 
exposure.

Involve children and young people in inter-
generational dialogue

Advocates consulting with children and young people 
affected by disasters urge young people’s inclusion in 
service design and decision-making (ACYP 2020, 2024; 
YACVic 2020). Their participation is positively associated 
with their wellbeing across social, economic and cultural 
life (Graham et al. 2022; Quinn et al. 2022) and models to 
enhance their involvement are available (Heffernan et al. 
2024; Mort et al. 2018). Yet, according to Healthy North 
Coast (2023), disaster-affected children and young people 
report they ‘want a voice and a say in decisions. Many 
feel as though young people are being ignored’ (p.10). 

Figure 1: Recommendations to improve CCB-DR practices to enable the recovery and wellbeing of children and young people.
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This suggests that still more is needed to achieve inter-
generational dialogue and participatory decision-making.

Setting these conditions involves:

	· recognising the rights and agency of children and young 
people

	· supporting diverse views
	· listening and participating in inter-generational dialogue
	· acting on the ideas offered by children and young 

people.

Develop workforce capability

CCB-DR practitioners need to be knowledgeable and 
skilled and committed to the communities where they are 
deployed. They must have relevant experience, including 
fostering the wellbeing and participation of children and 
young people. We recommend a national workforce 
capability project to develop these capabilities in workers 
and volunteers. Developing CCB-DR competencies 
could provide a pathway for recognition of community 
leaders and communities-of-practice will further support 
communication, learning and innovation.

Resource project leadership

Working across multiple disaster-affected regions,  
CCB-DR practitioners need project leaders who can 
motivate, support and resource them. Senior CCB-DR 
practitioners need capabilities in mental health and 
wellbeing, project management, staff support and research 
and policy knowledge. Investment in CCB-DR leadership 
provides a pathway from practice to future sustained 
innovation and policy contribution. We recommend 
resourcing of CCB-DR project leadership within, or 
alongside disaster grant rounds.

Invest in participatory research and evaluation

Investment is needed in participatory, developmental and 
inter-generational research and evaluation to understand 
the adaptation factors of climate-related hazards in 
regional and rural communities. A key finding from this 
project was the way CCB-DR practices strengthen the 
relationships and connections between adults, children 
and young people. This could be explored in inter-
generational research and evaluation on a larger scale. 
While this was a small-scale qualitative project and, as such 
has limited generalisability, larger-scale mixed methods 
evaluation involving children and young people would be 
particularly beneficial.

Conclusion
This study analysed evaluation data through a socio-
ecological lens and identifies 5 policy-relevant 
recommendations to improve CCB-DR practice. The study 

evaluated CCB-DR practices in a number of communities 
in regional and rural New South Wales and Victoria that 
were exposed to multiple natural hazards like bushfire, 
drought, flood and pandemic. CCB-DR can be enhanced by 
improvements in flexible funding for right time, right place 
intervention; by involving children and young people in 
dialogue and decision-making; by implementing specific-
skills workforce development; by resourcing project 
leadership and by participatory research and evaluation 
to continually improve recovery capacity building 
interventions.

References
Australia-New Zealand Emergency Management 
Committee (ANZEMC) (2022) Australian Disaster Recovery 
Framework, Version 3.0, ANZEMC. www.recovery.sa.gov.
au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0005/933998/ADR-Framework-
October-2022.pdf

Aldrich D and Meyer M (2015) ‘Social Capital and 
Community Resilience’, American Behavioral Scientist 
59(2):254–269. https://doi.org/10.1177/0002764214550299

Alston M, Hazeleger T and Hargreaves D (2019) Social Work 
and Disasters: A Handbook for Practice (1st ed.). Routledge.

Beckham TL, Cutts BB, Rivers III H, Dello K, Bray LA and Vilá 
O (2023) ‘BRIDGE Builders – Leadership and social capital 
in disaster recovery governance’, International Journal 
of Disaster Risk Reduction, 96. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
ijdrr.2023.103942

Carnie TL, Berry HL, Blinkhorn SA and Hart CR (2011) ‘In 
their own words: young people's mental health in drought-
affected rural and remote NSW’, Australian Journal of Rural 
Health, 19(5):244–248. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1440-
1584.2011.01224.x

Cox R, Scannell L, Heykoop C, Tobin-Gurley J and Peek 
L (2017) ‘Understanding youth disaster recovery: The 
vital role of people, places, and activities’, International 
Journal of Disaster Risk Reduction, 22:249–256. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2017.03.011

Curtin M, McGill N, Hodgins G, Verdon S, Parnell T, 
Crockett J and Davison WR (2021) Royal Far West Bushfire 
Recovery Program Evaluation. Charles Sturt University. 
www.royalfarwest.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/
Evaluation-of-RFW-Bushfire-Recovery-Program-Report.pdf

Delicado A, Rowland J, Fonseca S, de Almeida AN, Schmidt 
L and Ribeiro AS (2017) ‘Children in Disaster Risk Reduction 
in Portugal: Policies, Education, and (Non) Participation’, 
International Journal of Disaster Risk Science, 8(3):246–257. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13753-017-0138-5

Dyregrov A, Salloum A, Kristensen P and Dyregrov K (2015) 
‘Grief and Traumatic Grief in Children in the Context of 
Mass Trauma’, Current Psychiatry Reports, 17(6):48.  
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11920-015-0577-x

http://www.recovery.sa.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0005/933998/ADR-Framework-October-2022.pdf
http://www.recovery.sa.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0005/933998/ADR-Framework-October-2022.pdf
http://www.recovery.sa.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0005/933998/ADR-Framework-October-2022.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/0002764214550299
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2023.103942
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2023.103942
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1440-1584.2011.01224.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1440-1584.2011.01224.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2017.03.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2017.03.011
http://www.royalfarwest.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/Evaluation-of-RFW-Bushfire-Recovery-Program-Report.pdf
http://www.royalfarwest.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/Evaluation-of-RFW-Bushfire-Recovery-Program-Report.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13753-017-0138-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11920-015-0577-x


  R E S E A R C H

© 2025 Australian Institute for Disaster Resilience56

Ebbeck M, Yim HYB and Wei T (2020) ‘Preparing children for 
an uncertain future: the role of the early childhood teacher’, 
Journal of Early Childhood Teacher Education, 41(3):223–
240. https://doi.org/10.1080/10901027.2019.1617808

Fothergill A and Peek L (2015) Children of Katrina. 
University of Texas Press.

Freeman C, Nairn K and Gollop M (2015) ‘Disaster impact 
and recovery: what children and young people can tell 
us’, Kōtuitui: New Zealand Journal of Social Sciences 
Online, 10(2):103–115. https://doi.org/10.1080/117708
3X.2015.1066400

Ghezelloo H and Hokugo A (2023) ‘Effectiveness of 
gathering activities and spaces for community recovery in 
GEJET-2011-affected areas’, Journal of Asian Architecture 
and Building Engineering, 22(2):476–493. https://doi.org/10
.1080/13467581.2022.2046593

Gibbs L, Bryant R, Harms L, Forbes D, Block K, Gallagher H, 
Ireton G, Richardson J, Pattison P, MacDougall C, Lusher D, 
Baker E, Kellett C, Pirrone A, Molyneaux R, Kosta L, Brady K, 
Lok M, Van Kessell G and Waters E (2016) Beyond bushfires: 
community resilience and recovery. Final Report 2010-2016. 
University of Melbourne, Victoria, Australia. https://mspgh.
unimelb.edu.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0008/3043187/
Beyond-Bushfires-Final-Report-2016.pdf

Gibbs L, Snowdon E, Block K, Gallagher HC, MacDougall C, 
Ireton G, Pirrone-Savona A, Forbes D, Richardson J, Harmes 
L and Waters E (2014) ‘Where do we start? A proposed 
post-disaster intervention framework for children and 
young people’, Pastoral Care in Education, 32(1):68–87. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/02643944.2014.881908

Graham A, Anderson D, Truscott J, Simmons C, Thomas NP, 
Cashmore J and Bessell S (2022) ‘Exploring the associations 
between student participation, wellbeing and recognition 
at school’, Cambridge Journal of Education, 52(4):453–472. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/0305764X.2022.2031886

Harms L, Block K, Gallaher HC and Gibbs L (2015) 
‘Conceptualising Post-Disaster Recovery: Incorporating 
Grief Experiences’, British Journal of Social Work, 
45(1):i170–i187. http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bjsw/bcv122

Healthy North Coast (2023) Resilient kids program: 
Resilience survey summary report. North Coast Primary 
Health Network.

Heffernan T, Stewart K, Shearing C and Sanderson D 
(2024) ‘Flipping the script: Young people mobilise adults to 
increase participation in disaster risk reduction’, Australian 
Journal of Emergency Management, 39(1):41–46. https://
knowledge.aidr.org.au/media/10533/ajem-2024-01_09.pdf

Kemmis S, Kemmis S, Wilkinson J, Edwards-Groves C, Hardy 
I, Grootenboer P and Bristol L (2014) Changing Practices, 
Changing Education. Springer.

MacDonald F, Lanyon C, Munnery L, Ryan D, Ellis K and 
Champion S (2023a) ‘Agents of change in bushfire recovery: 
Young people's acts of citizenship in a youth-focused, 
animal-welfare and environmental program’, International 
Journal of Disaster Risk Reduction, 87:103551. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2023.103551

MacDonald F, Woods B, Hall C, Corney T and Ryan 
D (2023b) ‘Joining the dots to reimagine community 
resilience: empowering young people’, Australian Journal 
of Emergency Management, 38(4):85–89. https://doi.
org/10.47389/38.4.85

Masten AS (2021) ‘Resilience of children in disasters: 
A multisystem perspective’, International Journal of 
Psychology, 56(1):1–11. https://doi.org/10.1002/ijop.12737

Mooney M, Tarrant R, Paton D, Johal S and Johnston D 
(2017) ‘Getting through: Children’s effective coping and 
adaptation in the context of the Canterbury, New Zealand, 
Earthquakes of 2010-2012’, Australasian Journal of Disaster 
and Trauma Studies, 21(1):19–30. https://trauma.massey.
ac.nz/issues/2017-1/AJDTS_21_1_Mooney.pdf

Moreton M (2018) ‘“We needed help, but we weren’t 
helpless”: the community experience of community 
recovery after natural disaster in Australia’, Australian 
Journal of Emergency Management, 33(1):19–22. https://
knowledge.aidr.org.au/media/5011/ajem-33-01-10.pdf

Mort M, Walker M, Williams A L and Bingley A (2018) 
‘From victims to actors: The role of children and young 
people in flood recovery and resilience’, Environment and 
Planning C: Politics and Space, 36(3):423–442. https://doi.
org/10.1177/2399654417717987

Mort M and Rodríguez-Giralt I (2020) Children and Young 
People’s Participation in Disaster: Agency and Resilience. 
Bristol University Press.

Nicolini D (2012) Practice Theory, Work, and Organization: 
An Introduction. Oxford University Press.

Office of the Advocate for Children and Young People 
(ACYP) (2020) Children and young people’s experience 
of disaster report. ACYP website www.acyp.nsw.gov.
au/disaster-report-2020#:~:text=Children%20and%20
Young%20People%E2%80%99s%20Experience%20of%20
Disaster%20Report%202020%20by, accessed 6 October 
2024.

Office of the Advocate for Children and Young People 
(ACYP) (2023) About ACYP Recovery Youth Support Service. 
ACYP website www.acyp.nsw.gov.au/support?utm_
content=273115429&utm_medium=social&utm_
source=facebook&hss_channel=fbp-166855420015815, 
accessed 6 October 2024.

Olshansky RB and Johnson L (2014) ‘The Evolution of the 
Federal Role in Supporting Community Recovery After U.S. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/10901027.2019.1617808
https://doi.org/10.1080/1177083X.2015.1066400
https://doi.org/10.1080/1177083X.2015.1066400
https://doi.org/10.1080/13467581.2022.2046593
https://doi.org/10.1080/13467581.2022.2046593
https://mspgh.unimelb.edu.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0008/3043187/Beyond-Bushfires-Final-Report-2016.pdf
https://mspgh.unimelb.edu.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0008/3043187/Beyond-Bushfires-Final-Report-2016.pdf
https://mspgh.unimelb.edu.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0008/3043187/Beyond-Bushfires-Final-Report-2016.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/02643944.2014.881908
https://doi.org/10.1080/0305764X.2022.2031886
https://knowledge.aidr.org.au/media/10533/ajem-2024-01_09.pdf
https://knowledge.aidr.org.au/media/10533/ajem-2024-01_09.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2023.103551
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2023.103551
https://doi.org/10.47389/38.4.85
https://doi.org/10.47389/38.4.85
https://doi.org/10.1002/ijop.12737
https://trauma.massey.ac.nz/issues/2017-1/AJDTS_21_1_Mooney.pdf
https://trauma.massey.ac.nz/issues/2017-1/AJDTS_21_1_Mooney.pdf
https://knowledge.aidr.org.au/media/5011/ajem-33-01-10.pdf
https://knowledge.aidr.org.au/media/5011/ajem-33-01-10.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1177/2399654417717987
https://doi.org/10.1177/2399654417717987
http://www.acyp.nsw.gov.au/disaster-report-2020#:~:text=Children%20and%20Young%20People%E2%80%99s%20Experience%20of%20Disaster%20Report%202020%20by
http://www.acyp.nsw.gov.au/disaster-report-2020#:~:text=Children%20and%20Young%20People%E2%80%99s%20Experience%20of%20Disaster%20Report%202020%20by
http://www.acyp.nsw.gov.au/disaster-report-2020#:~:text=Children%20and%20Young%20People%E2%80%99s%20Experience%20of%20Disaster%20Report%202020%20by
http://www.acyp.nsw.gov.au/disaster-report-2020#:~:text=Children%20and%20Young%20People%E2%80%99s%20Experience%20of%20Disaster%20Report%202020%20by
http://www.acyp.nsw.gov.au/support?utm_content=273115429&utm_medium=social&utm_source=facebook&hss_channel=fbp-166855420015815
http://www.acyp.nsw.gov.au/support?utm_content=273115429&utm_medium=social&utm_source=facebook&hss_channel=fbp-166855420015815
http://www.acyp.nsw.gov.au/support?utm_content=273115429&utm_medium=social&utm_source=facebook&hss_channel=fbp-166855420015815


  R E S E A R C H

Australian Journal of Emergency Management Volume 40 No. 3 July 2025 57

Disasters’, Journal of the American Planning Association, 
80(4):293–304. https://doi.org/10.1080/01944363.2014.9
67710

Peek L, Tobin-Gurley J, Cox RS, Scannell L, Fletcher S 
and Heykoop C (2016) ‘Engaging youth in post-disaster 
research: Lessons learned from a creative methods 
approach’, Gateways: International Journal of Community 
Research and Engagement, 9(1):89–112. https://doi.
org/10.5130/ijcre.v9i1.4875

Peek L and Domingue S (2020) ‘Recognizing Vulnerability 
and Capacity: Federal Initiatives Focused on Children and 
Youth Across the Disaster Lifecycle’, in Stephanie Haeffelle 
and Virgil Henry Storr (eds). Government Responses to 
Crisis, Mercatus Studies in Political and Social Economy, 
Palgrave MacMillan.

Quinn P et al. (2022) ‘Recovery capitals: A collaborative 
approach to post-disaster guidance’, Australian Journal of 
Emergency Management, 37(2):52–62. http://www.doi.
org/10.47389/37.2.52

Sadeghloo T and Mikhak H (2022) ‘Analyzing the impacts 
and experiences of children in disaster,’ International 
Journal of Disaster Risk Reduction, 76:103000. http://dx.doi.
org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2022.103000

Sanson A and Master A (2023) ‘Climate change and 
resilience: Developmental science perspectives,’ 
International Journal of Behavioral Development, 48(2):93–
102. https://doi.org/10.1177/01650254231186332

Sharifi A, Chelleri L, Fox-Lent C, Grafakos S, Pathak M, 
Olazabal M, Moloney S, Yumagulova L and Yamagata Y 
(2017) ‘Conceptualizing Dimensions and Characteristics 
of Urban Resilience: Insights from a Co-Design Process’, 
Sustainability, 9(6):1032. https://doi.org/10.3390/
su9061032

Shepard S, Kulig J and Pujadas Botey A (2017) ‘Counselling 
children after wildfires: A school-based approach’, 
Canadian Journal of Counselling and Psychotherapy, 
51(1):61–80. CJCP website https://cjc-rcc.ucalgary.ca/
article/view/61097, accesses 6 October 2024.

Sledge D and Thomas H (2019) ‘From Disaster Response 
to Community Recovery: Nongovernmental Entities, 
Government, and Public Health’, American Journal of 
Public Health, 109(3):437–444. https://doi.org/10.2105/
ajph.2018.304895

United Nations Office for Disaster Risk Reduction 
(UNDRR) (2015) Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk 
Reduction: 2015-2030. UNDRR website www.undrr.org/
publication/sendai-framework-disaster-risk-reduction-

2015-2030#:~:text=The%20Sendai%20Framework%20
for%20Disaster%20Risk%20Reduction%202015-2030%20
outlines%20seven, accessed 6 October 2024.

Walker M, Whittle R, Medd W. Burningham K, Moran-
Ellis J and Tapsell S (2012) ‘‘It came up to here’: learning 
from children’s flood narratives’, Children’s Geographies, 
10(2):135–150. https://doi.org/10.1080/14733285.2012.6
67916

Williamson B, Markham F and Weir JK (2020) Aboriginal 
Peoples and the response to the 2019–2020 bushfires. 
Working Paper No. 134/202. Canberra. ANU website 
https://caepr.cass.anu.edu.au/research/publications/
aboriginal-peoples-and-response-2019-2020-
bushfires#:~:text=Aboriginal%20people%20were%20
among%20those%20most%20affected%20by%20the%20
2019%E2%80%932020, accessed 6 October 2024.

About the authors 

Dr Meaghan Vosz, Professor Anne Graham, Dr Catharine 
Simmons and Julia Truscott work with the Centre for 
Children and Young People at Southern Cross University.

Fiona McCallum and Godelieve Hofman-Verkuyl work with 
MacKillop Seasons at MacKillop Family Services.

https://doi.org/10.1080/01944363.2014.967710
https://doi.org/10.1080/01944363.2014.967710
https://doi.org/10.5130/ijcre.v9i1.4875
https://doi.org/10.5130/ijcre.v9i1.4875
http://www.doi.org/10.47389/37.2.52
http://www.doi.org/10.47389/37.2.52
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2022.103000
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2022.103000
https://doi.org/10.1177/01650254231186332
https://doi.org/10.3390/su9061032
https://doi.org/10.3390/su9061032
https://cjc-rcc.ucalgary.ca/article/view/6109
https://cjc-rcc.ucalgary.ca/article/view/6109
https://doi.org/10.2105/ajph.2018.304895
https://doi.org/10.2105/ajph.2018.304895
http://www.undrr.org/publication/sendai-framework-disaster-risk-reduction-2015-2030#:~:text=The%20Sendai%20Framework%20for%20Disaster%20Risk%20Reduction%202015-2030%20outlines%20seven
http://www.undrr.org/publication/sendai-framework-disaster-risk-reduction-2015-2030#:~:text=The%20Sendai%20Framework%20for%20Disaster%20Risk%20Reduction%202015-2030%20outlines%20seven
http://www.undrr.org/publication/sendai-framework-disaster-risk-reduction-2015-2030#:~:text=The%20Sendai%20Framework%20for%20Disaster%20Risk%20Reduction%202015-2030%20outlines%20seven
http://www.undrr.org/publication/sendai-framework-disaster-risk-reduction-2015-2030#:~:text=The%20Sendai%20Framework%20for%20Disaster%20Risk%20Reduction%202015-2030%20outlines%20seven
http://www.undrr.org/publication/sendai-framework-disaster-risk-reduction-2015-2030#:~:text=The%20Sendai%20Framework%20for%20Disaster%20Risk%20Reduction%202015-2030%20outlines%20seven
https://doi.org/10.1080/14733285.2012.667916
https://doi.org/10.1080/14733285.2012.667916
https://caepr.cass.anu.edu.au/research/publications/aboriginal-peoples-and-response-2019-2020-bushfires#:~:text=Aboriginal%20people%20were%20among%20those%20most%20affected%20by%20the%202019%E2%80%932020
https://caepr.cass.anu.edu.au/research/publications/aboriginal-peoples-and-response-2019-2020-bushfires#:~:text=Aboriginal%20people%20were%20among%20those%20most%20affected%20by%20the%202019%E2%80%932020
https://caepr.cass.anu.edu.au/research/publications/aboriginal-peoples-and-response-2019-2020-bushfires#:~:text=Aboriginal%20people%20were%20among%20those%20most%20affected%20by%20the%202019%E2%80%932020
https://caepr.cass.anu.edu.au/research/publications/aboriginal-peoples-and-response-2019-2020-bushfires#:~:text=Aboriginal%20people%20were%20among%20those%20most%20affected%20by%20the%202019%E2%80%932020
https://caepr.cass.anu.edu.au/research/publications/aboriginal-peoples-and-response-2019-2020-bushfires#:~:text=Aboriginal%20people%20were%20among%20those%20most%20affected%20by%20the%202019%E2%80%932020

