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Annex Description

The following annexes are the actual responses from participants of the Asian Resilience
Workshops held in Cambodia and the Philippines. The first workshop (Module 1) on rural resilience
was held in Siem Reap, Cambodia from April 18-22, 2016. The second workshop (Module 2) on
urban resilience was held in Manila/Batangas, Philippines from June 6-10, 2016. Separate evaluation
forms were used for Module 1 and Module 2. The evaluations were done by participants at the end
of each session, as well as an overall evaluation of the workshop on day 5 of each module. Each
session evaluation attempted to capture participants’ reactions to how the session went, what was
learned, what could have been done more efficiently and potential recommendations. Evaluations
were not obligatory and the number of responses varied between sessions and modules. The
number of responses do not indicate the actual number of participants during the workshop. Names
were removed from the evaluations to maintain anonymity.

Annex 1 are participant responses given for Module 1 (rural resilience) for all five workshop
days. For these evaluations the participants were asked an initial pre-evaluation question to
determine prior knowledge and experience with resilience and resilience monitoring and evaluation
(M&E). After each session, for all five workshop days, an evaluation was provided with the same
three questions: What went well during the session? What suggestions do you have for improvement of the session?
and What would you like to know more about?

Annexes 2-4 are participant responses for Module 2 (urban resilience) for the first four days
of the workshop. Annex 5 are participant responses to the overall urban workshop. The evaluation
forms were the same for sessions 1 and 2, but the form was altered for sessions 3 and 4. For
sessions 1 and 2, a ranking system was used to determine how the session went, relevance of
material and group exercises, facilitation and clarity of the presenters. For sessions 3 and 4,
participants were asked to rank the relevance of the material. For all four sessions (1-4) participants
were asked what they found most useful, what they found least useful and if any insights were
gained or learned. The evaluation for session 5 was dedicated to an evaluation of the overall urban
workshop. For Module 2, instead of a pre-workshop evaluation, a pre- and post-test on resilience
concepts and terminology was given, as seen in Annex 6 and 7. Test questions were the same for
both tests in order to ascertain both prior knowledge and experiences with resilience, as well as how
much participants had learned about general resilience concepts from the workshop.

Annex 8 is a scorecard, aggregating the ranking scores that were given by participants for
Module 2.



Annex |: Module |- Evaluations Day |-5

Asian Resilience and M&E Experiential Learning Event
Siem Reap, Cambodia
April 18-22, 2016

Model 1 — Evaluation
Facilitator: Tim Frankenberger, TANGO International
Co-Facilitator: Olga Petryniak, Mercy Corps

Before this wotkshop, how much experience did you have with resilience monitoring and
evaluation programming? Please describe your experience.

e I have worked a few years with resilience-based programs; USAID funded. The M&E
structure was not so in-depth nor discussed perhaps.

e No Experience in Monitoring and Evaluation program yet

e Not much — Reading documents and attending resilience-related meetings and participation
in earthquake/disaster readiness analysis.

e None. I have never worked on resilience before

e I have non-experience related to M&E programming and resilience.

e Before this workshop, I have some experiences on DRR project such as emergency response
and recovery

e NO

e Not much. Especially not looking at it with three different capacities. Hopefully there will be
a session that will really look to do the indicators. Thanks for repeaty the basic
understanding and not taking for granted (what) participants understood already.

e Had the opportunity to attend Resilience orientation workshop in Kathmandu. Worked as
member of a team reviewing PMP indicators using resilience lens and suggesting some
relevance for resilience.

e Asamember of resilience team in USAID mission — Nepal, I am highly interested in
learning resilience M&E. I have some knowledge of resilience as below:

o PAHAL changed its TOC realized that transformative capacities are highly important for
to be resilience.

o PAHAL and Sabal has incorporated shock (or recurrent) monitoring

o PAHAL has incorporated resilience planning, analysis and M&E in 2 locations and
shock/stress monitoring on weekly basis.

e Jused to work to help water utilities in terms of addressing climate change issues. My
understanding there was to improve the water utilities in terms of awareness leading to
actions that were implemented by the water utilities and other stakeholders. We did not
really monitor that indicator; the improvements of the water utilities resilience.

e Not much experience. I never did resilience monitoring and evaluation but learn some
concepts. I am looking forward to do something about it.

e I have some basic knowledge on this, but participating on one of the TANGO international
workshop at Dhaka-Bangladesh and Reading some documents.



e Some experience. Not many USAID projects in Asia measure resilience (yet!).

At the End of each day, please write a few points regarding what went well, what
suggestions you have for improvement and what you would like to know more about.

Session 1: Introduction to Resilience Concepts and Measurements Principles.
Introduction to Resilience Frameworks, Introduction to Resilience Measurement,
Resilience Indicators and Constructing Indices, and Contextualizing Resilience
Indicators.

e Would like to know more about measuring resilience and indictors to look at when measuring
resilience. Next to give more examples when introducing concepts of adaptive, absorptive and
transformative to make it clearer at the outset.

e  Went Well: Different kinds of resilience/capacity. I am cleater on the transformative capacity,
today.

Know more on the indicator-to measure resilience.

e Very Informative, Learning the different types of resilience was very helpful and useful. The
concept of resilience, shocks, stressors clearly explained. Would like to know more about
resilience indicators.

e Went Well:

o Participation
o The concept of being flexible in applying the measurement concepts
o Understanding of different context and applying different (same) measurements in
different contexts.
o Suggestions:
*  More chairs for group work so that we don’t have to move them back and forth
= Set the stage, e.g. choose a scenario/case to work on during small group discussions.
This, I think, would help us to be able to think more systematically and able to
conceptualize/comprehend the concept easiet.

e To have more background in resilience introduction is really helpful. I want thru the primer
and it doesn’t really matter much. Capture all the capacity is really vital. And to categorize all
those indicators really needs knowledge and collaborative efforts among offices/colleagues. I
want to know about how to craft questions in a survey to answer/measure the resilience
capacity.

e The points went well as following
o Resilience definition and concept
o Indicators for absorptive, adaptive and transformative
o Shock and stress in terms of resilience

e The handout, delivery of the topic and working in groups were a good combination to make
participants to understand the topic. Hearing also from the other participants. As such the
group based on several nearby countries is good.

e Reinforcement of capacities as being mutually supporting each other (liked). Developing of
some basic parameters on which we can build resilience measurement framework (went
well). Want to learn more about recurrent monitoring systems and how it can be affected.

e What went Well:



o Group Work-asking question s and clarifications among group members on absorptive,
adaptive and transformative capacity and resources person clarifying additional
perspectives.

o What suggestions for improvement
= Use of more simple tools, e.g. cases or stories to understand concepts

o What you would like to know more about
= Psychosocial, confidence, perceived control, as adaptive and transformative

capacities and indicators to measure those.

e It’s good to know that there are types/layers of resilience; the absorptive, adaptive and
transformative. Understanding the flow from context. Shock/stresses identification, coping
measures and outcomes is indeed helpful in addressing/programming on resilience building.

e Tam OK on this, but it would be great if we could have more real examples, from existing
projects/programs. Actually these are available in the reading materials but it would be great
if these are presented (at least some).

e Went Well: small group discussions
o Improvements

* Hand out copies of key slides people need to refer back to.

= Slides could use more visuals and fewer words

= Be consistent with terminology (ex. Slides with “indicators” on top do not
indications in the slides).

o What to know more
* It would be useful to talk about existing data that can be used for assessment or

measurement purposes.

e Sessions went very well, clearly describes with examples. Participation in nature
o Resilience Measurement = may need more discussion — how to measure, etc....

o Group Work was very helpful to understand context, crisis/stress development
outcomes, capacities to absorptive, adaptive and transformative.

e Went Well: Contextualizing resilience indicators, absorptive, adaptive, and transformative.
Introduction to resilience frameworks
o Suggestions

= Need more wrap up/review
* Need to learn more about practical resilience indicators, e.g. template or milestone
that could be applied in the individual NGO’s implementer.

Session 2: Incorporating Resilience indicators into Assessment Design and Monitoring And
Evaluation (M&E) Frameworks.
Resilience Assessment Design and the STRESS Approach, From Assessment
Findings to Theory, Theory of Change Examples, Fundamentals of Resilience
Qualitative Tool Development, and Qualitative tool development applied to the
Tonlé Sap area.

e Resilience for What? Resilience for Whom? Resilience of What? Resilience to what?

e Would like to understand how these approaches differ from livelihood assessments tools or
rapid rural appraisals other than an emphasis on defining/understanding shocks and stresses
(which are important). In my opinion any good livelihood assessment would try to



understand the various “systems’ that affect peoples’ lives, both those we have some control
over and others not.

e Resilience Assessment Design and the STRESS approach following questions: Resilience for
What? Resilience for Whom? Resilience of What? Resilience through what? Phase in
STRESS approach: scope, inform, analyze, strategies.

e We learned about STRESS that helps the process of designing a project and how to take into
account risk and coping strategies to make sure the results/goal of the project is achievable.

e During the field visit, we found that the government was constructing a dam upstream of
the area. Is It also necessary to measure (talk to the government bodies to identify/measure
the capacities (transformative)?

e For sure the session seems to be very short but it does provide overview and examples of
the approach. This is useful.

e Went Well: STRESS approach is very interesting the tool allows the users to reflect and learn
from the results for better improving the framework.

e Slides were easy to digest and follow — Thank you! Would have been helpful to have a short
exercise on Venn diagrams.

e Excellent discussions about developing theory of change based on findings from STRESS
approach. Developing qualitative tools for resilience assessment exercises (for a real
community)

e What went Well:

o STRESS presentation by Olga
o Group discussion on assessments, design — what to ask, how to ask?

e Good intro of the concept and the tool. I think that terminologies should be harmonized;
e.g. the flowsheet (IF9), should be a RF instead of a TOC.

e Itis great day. Multi-dimensional Theory grouped into four was excellent. Again the group
exercise gave opportunity to have more clarity. The tools and annexes are helpful. Hoping
exciting field visit tomorrow.

Session 3: Field Practice in The Tonlé Sap/Preylong Region.
Implementation of concepts from Session 1 and Session 2 in a practical application.

e Visiting Otamoun Community fish refugee. Asking for shocks and stressors. What are their
coping strategies?

e Very Interesting to Interview people but could have had a better loose structure to work
form for line of questioning, for members of team who do not have experience with
PRA/RRA exercises. It should be emphasized to sutveyor not to use too much resilience
jargon in the questioning interviewee.

® More understanding on resilience measurement and approach and aware of real situation in
the village of disaster and their coping with it.

e To get a chance to interview villagers/CFR participants really help understanding context of
the area and how they manage any risk/challenges in their everyday life. Developed
questions from the previous session is really useful as a guideance.

e We were able to do interviews with different groups of respondents, e.g. men, women,
youth, and teacher. During the men interview, it seemed that the chief/head of the
community was too dominating. He looked to rant to respond to all questions raised.



e In terms of stress/shock, the village had severe issues: drought, heat that force the people to
quit rice farming and move to Thailand for allowance work.

e It was great to meet with community people. Good learning opportunities, the community
people were cooperative. Faced difficulties to understand the translation. Could be better to
follow the guideline/check list. FGD could be more participatory.

e The Field exercise went well. We got rich of information from the FGD and KI. I am
interested to learn more on how to use this information.

e Went well: Testing the tool/ questions in the quality questionnaires:

o Time to practice and observe the situations at the field.

o We reviewed the questionnaire before going to field, allowed us to adjust questions for
better field visit/observation.

o Integrate gender perception was quite good experience too.

e TFirst of all, thank you! That’s really a nice idea to really put what we learned in the class to
the field and experience directly. Translation might one of the identified need in my group.
The lunch time was also a good time to share what we learned for different groups. Would
like to get back again to verify and ask more questions to community, I guess in the real
situation, you could do this.

e Field trip is a great component of the training. Would have helped to have more
translators—that was a constraint for the group.

e The logistics and cooperation of the village representatives were great. Selection of the key
informants was good. Should have asked some people specifically to speak and not let a few
people dominate. Maybe having at least 2 prepared questions to capture each of the three
types of resilience.

e Excellent organization of field discussion. It was very helpful to understand how the
assessment is done in an actual environment. We could’ve assigned some topics/questions
to everybody before going to the field to help get everyone involved in asking questions.

e What went Well: FGD’s with women. Preparation for FGDs and KI interviews
o Suggestions from improvement:

= Visiting FGD participants’ farms, houses would provide more understanding about
the context.
= Discussion among group after the field work
o Would like to know more about
* How do we triangulate info from FGD’s and KI interviews and how do we address
gaps in info?

e Good experience exposing to the field and the real situation. I understand that the time to
prepare for this event was limited, but for the future I’d appreciate a more constructive
schedule and protocol/procedute for field visits. This would probably help participants to
apply different tools/methods (e.g. venn diagram) during the field data collection. E.g. have
a team of 3 (interview, note-taker, translation) for an FGD, etc.

Session 4: Practical Analysis of Knowledge and Concepts
Introduction for Analyzing Qualitative and Secondary Data, and Introduction to
Impact Evaluation (IE) Study Design.

®  What went Well: Group work on discussions, analysis, compiling and interpreting desk/info
form FGD’s and K1 interviews, conducted in the field.



o Suggestions for improvement

* How do we link secondary data to complement the findings?

= It would better if we could discuss more indepth during the group work
o Would like to know more about

* How do we prioritize and come up with key action points for

projects/interventions/support based on this analysis work?

Well: analysis of the stress-shock-drivers, impacts and solutions. Better see the relationship
between shock-stress-drivers impacts and what the appropriate solution/capacities are.
Good to learn how to analyze the data from the field and put others into a framework to
understand inter relationships between, shocks, capacities, and drivers of shocks and their
impacts. This is very useful tool for project design work. Could’ve spent a little more time
discussing TOC, coming up with the TOC statements. Thank you.
Identifying shocks/stressors, impact/effect, contextual factors and coping strategies is
respectively easier, but identifying relationships among them is really challenging.
Confirming findings from different groups of respondents is important to get clearer/more
comprehensive picture of the analysis.
To have group brainstorming and analyzing really helps to understanding the process of
thinking. Plus, helpful suggestion on how to design activity to cope with interventions with
impactful potential is one of the key point today.
Understanding more issue happening at the community and impact on their livelihood and
how they cope with it. More understanding on stress/shock measurement method and using
questions for collecting secondary data both quantitative and qualitative.
It’s a good learning by doing practice. Would like to learn more on how to capture the
details as the data were not transcribed or coded. Many contexts/contents could be lost if
only use the sticky paper/flip chart.
Data analysis based on the FGD and KI note was an excellent learning process.
Understanding how to group the key/major shocks, downstream effects of major shocks.
Grouped into all the discussion into the four categories of: Resilience for What? Resilience
for Whom? Resilience of What? Resilience through what? was excellent. Linking all the
shocks, context driving from etc. was good.
It is short but very helpful session. People worked in a team very well. I learned a lot about
the qualitative data analysis based on the FGD/KI data.
The exercise of putting all the findings helped me to put everything together. I think to do it
in a group went very well. A reminder of secondary data in the exercise was also helpful.
Driver, Impact, contextual concept.
Very good exercise to manage out findings from field interviews. Reminded me of problem
tree analysis but a little more confusing but perhaps less so if practiced a few times with
someone who knows the process. I would like to participate in this exercise again to better
understand how to put together the map process.

Session 5: Resilience Recurrent Monitoring and Implications for Programming

Introduction to M&E Logical Framework with a Resilience Lens, Recurrent
Monitoring Surveys (RMS), RMS and contextualization in the South and Southeast
Asia Region, Implications of Findings for Programming and Strategy

Designing M&E Logical Framework. Step Forward.



e What went well: Why we need to do recurrent monitoring survey? I understand the above
(the question).

o What I would like to know about: Analytical tools in detail.

e I really like the way case study from Africa are brought up to explain. Generally, I don’t have
a chance to look at the sent supplement materials, it still helps me to understand the analysis
better.

e Developing Research question based on the TOC was great learning. Recurrent Monitoring
is something new to me and thinking how to integrate with our project. Good to learn all the
missions commitment towards resilience assessment and monitoring.

e A good snap shot of the topic

e Excellent discussions about using resilience lens in developing log frames and applying RMS
methodology. Good examples from real projects. Thank you both Tim & Olga for your
facilitation.

e I have more understanding on how the resilience measurement should look like and will see
the opportunity to integrate it with the project I am working with.

e This session is very helpful, it helps us to shape out future plan for M&E on resilience. 1
would appreciate if you could share HH questionnaire and other monitoring tools with us.

e  Would have liked much more explanation of converting the interview mapping exercise into
a logframe. It seems to be skimmed over with little detail at all. Very much like the
country/region specific info and how the finding can get at measuring resilience.

Overall Workshop: Regarding the workshop as a whole, including presentation, general
facilitation and process, and your experience, please answer the same questions (what went
well, what suggestions you have for improvement and what you would like to know more
about).

e The went (well) points are
o Logistic preparation
o Facilitation skills
o More understanding about resilience measurement approach, resilience logframe and

how to integrate into my project next phase.

e To learn what resilience is and how it could really impact the result of development program
are helpful for someone from technical office. Partnership between bilateral missions and
regional missions is also important.

e More practicing in designing log frame

e Very impressive, well organized, prepared, field visit was exciting, discussion in groups were
enriching.

e Great opportunity for me. Keep it up.

e Overall, it’s very informative. I’d suggest to shorten the design parts and spend a bit more
time on M&E. Also, the field work could be for monitoring while still using the same
methods.

e Great.

e Excellent looking forward to applying the lessons found.

e I would appreciate very much would be a follow up after a few years to see how we have
done, to also learn from each other.



The workshop is great! Facilitators are great and also great participation by the participants.
The venue, food and other logistics are also great.

Would really like to unpack a lot of the concepts discussed and try to avoid M&E and
resilience jargon as much as possible, more so resilience jargon. For example, stating that
households that had the “capacity of social capital and bridging social capital” needs to be
broken down to specific elements, i.e. what does it mean with examples.

10



Annex 2: Module 2- Day | Evaluations

URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION
DAY 1

What is your overall ranking of today’s training?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) 5(excellent)
How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
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What was one insight you gained, or something you learned?
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DAY 1

What is your overall ranking of today’s training? _
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) @ood) 5(excellent)

How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
around urban resilience, and urban resilience measurement?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) ‘@verage) @(}good) 5(excellent)

How would you rate the clarity with which concepts were introduced or
communicated?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) @ood) 5(excellent)

How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises against?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) {""Zﬂgood) 5(excellent)
\_ '1/

~—

How do you rate the overall facilitation? P
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) Ugood) 5(excellent)

What was most useful for you about today’s sessions?

What was your least favorite part?

What was one insight you gained, or something you learned?
5 Ui -4 . A, WA
“M /;[(/v\(.l a \/1"‘(" iy (J/\(':f"{' e
Fs A ) Y |

AL G b e e ’,«{, O n/.
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION
DAY 1

What is your overall ranking of today’s training?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) @xcellent)

How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
around urban resilience, and urban resilience measurement?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) cel!ent)

How would you rate the clarity with which concepts were introduced or
communicated?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) od) 5(excellent)

How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises against?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) ood) S(excellent)

How do you rate the overall facilitation?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) @xcellent)
What was most useful for you abo{ut today’s sessions?

e O%MJOIIS[U.QSIW [A e A ?arha[%iwwn 'Qruw\‘i’km g

What was your least favorite part?
G 155URS, | Guess.

What was one insight you gained, or something you learned?
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION
DAY 1

What is your overall ranking of today’s training?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) \éood) 5(excellent)

How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
around urban resilience, and urban resilience measurement?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) \/{good) 5(excellent)

How would you rate the clarity with which concepts were introduced or

communicated?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) good) 5(excellent)

How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises against?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) excellent)

How do you rate the overall facilitation? \A/
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) (good) 5(excellent)
What was most useful for you about today’s sessions?
fosse. Jﬁra:rm-”ra O’;H—'-"-jﬁﬂ'rw o} s lionea
What was your least favorite part?
N/A-

What was one insight you gained, or something you learned?

“%i@-ﬁw B o mwmuans 'naJF e Qm“l
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION
DAY 1

What is your overall ranking of today’s training?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good)

How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
around urban resilience, and urban resilience measurement?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How would you rate the clarity with which concepts were introduced or
communicated?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good)

How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises against?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How do you rate the overall facilitation?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good)

What was most useful for you about today’s sessions?
Chavactensiies & Urban resnlience..

What was your least favorite part?

Wsh‘H}\le Wl mae ‘ng B’\'/"’ a/a-w %Q,WJO_

What was one insight you gained, or something you learned?

Y‘Qeagang/ reslience ,
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION
DAY 1

What is your overall ranking of today’s training? /.7_,_‘
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) @ood); 5(excellent)

How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
around urban resilience, and urban resilience measurement?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good)>' 5(excellent)
\
. SN

How would you rate the clarity with which concepts were introduced or
communicated?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(goodﬂ 5(excellent)
N ‘/"

How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises«agé\l st?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) -Qggood/),.f 5(excellent)

How do you rate the overall facilitation? —’\W

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) \_4(good)/  5(excellent)

What was most useful for you about today’s sessions?

A exercis halp me fmink more

What was your least favorite part?

What was one insight you gained, or something you learned?

one partion lar 1%03 Can be tetrne d‘tJ\:FMﬁ.
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION
DAY 1

What is your overall ranking of today’s training?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) @good) 5(excellent)

How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
around urban resilience, and urban resilience measurement?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) @Eood) 5(excellent)

How would you rate the clarity with which concepts were introduced or
communicated?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) @(average) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises against?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) @good) 5(excellent)

How do you rate the overall facilitation?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) @good) 5(excellent)

What was most useful for you about today’s sessions?
Case Shfdﬂ Distussion, Wi Waﬂuf) M\? bheder— VWB\'M\/S ;

What was your least favorite part?

/ngh Yhe e stuply Wi vy WM, A rewu».ﬂ e e loncle wad
A vie dibieott § L sall vem helghl ¢

What was one insight you gained, or something you learned?

(/V\ob/vﬁlfmmﬂms ot amaphve Wﬁva, amd pamstrirahive
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION
DAY 1

What is your overall ranking of today’s training? ' 7
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) Q_Zligﬂ)/ 5(excellent)

How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
around urban resilience, and urban resilience measurement? —
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) ( (excellent) 3

How would you rate the clarity with which concepts were introduced or

communicated? J—
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) <_4(,good)>‘ 5(excellent)

How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises agalnst?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) { S(excelleJ )

How do you rate the overall facilitation?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) ) 5(excellent)

What was most useful for you about today’s sessions?

70 1—4%'“”’7 /\f)/({{,&/hz,@ v e (7‘/"'7‘

(,7[27?' «QQ//,,/"’;,/c-“aQ Kz 51 L(_Q/r\o /@9(/_)&,0—

What was your least favorite part?

N///é”\f *"//’bc’/‘(/@é/t’ff\Fa'/u/c(
Clar 97’5*1() MM%L/AM_Q/ /{/74":\%

What was one insight you gained, or something you learned? M /W\//( %

%/ ) K 2Ly L«/\A-) /\(/7/7) @ﬂ%{//h



URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION
DAY 1

What is your overall ranking of today’s training?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) @average) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
around urban resilience, and urban resilience measurement?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) @average) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How would you rate the clarity with which concepts were introduced or
communicated? .
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) @verage) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises against?
73
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) @)(average) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How do you rate the overall facilitation?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) @good) 5(excellent)

What was most useful for you about today’s sessions?

f TR
{ o f 24 2 e o 1o 7
:lq‘,vrg.~.\:u.~:;.m.c o MLLytries  gelallingd

What was your least favorite part?

} / r > { | ] v

R b [ ] § \ 4 L ¢ Y 7.0 4

L/ ‘ \ } ‘,\' SR £ /|§’\r€z( l' ’_)él\:‘ \m((/‘{(’ "\() {_{ —~3 i Vr_l: 7 ’ll'
2 b J

What was one insight you gained, or something you learned?

! f ¢ ” t;,".::- > “.l_',\“?,

\ -~ “,k, [ .I o (:\ . 'J"I" ol A I
M,’E’L&(\ D l e,h 1N s "‘ Q M"’h S D VA \7 (‘j« __/; { 4 B \- v C
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION
DAY 1

What is your overall ranking ofzgday’s training?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) @average) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
around urban resilience, and urban resilience measurement?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) @average) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How would you rate the clarity with which concepts were introduced or
communicated?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) O\(average) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises against?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 verage) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How do you rate the overall facilitation?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) @verage) 4(good) 5(excellent)

What was most useful for you about today’s sessions?
Qelicitien, of wgence | ca¥e shode D

What was your least favorite part?

ouesall  condexh: Que R lediney  Aloash WRAAD 7
R o " g \.._ 1 T
\D\RCJC-CQJ‘{?R e ‘\k,’('{i ((_-._": K'I:.r..c)‘...'{ "": X 6{ L= ASd
qon e o 8 -
Compinugn o -
SRR
What was one insight you gained, or something you learned?
k Q\\\‘\.\I\Cj\ f:)(‘ U\‘ E"q:l Xl rk l_'-i\-. e T “f-i-.}[- Q"' “;\:RC; ;’QL_
éQi‘-f-*j\_?\ ] deficng  fe Aoahewcsn for Ao enceRk
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION
DAY 1

What is your overall ranking of today’s training?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) @good) 5(excellent)

How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
around urban resilience, and urban resilience measurement?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) % (average) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How would you rate the clarity with which concepts were introduced or
communicated?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) G(average) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises against?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) @good) 5(excellent)

How do you rate the overall facilitation?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) @good) 5(excellent)

What was most useful for you about today’s sessions?
WIMM% aﬁl fopdanes TIUAY, o Urkav Cyﬂ,%
What was your least favorite part?

What was one insight you gained, or something you learned?
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Annex 3: Module 2- Day 2 Evaluations

URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION
DAY 2

What is your overall ranking of today’s training?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) @(gau{i) 5(excellent)

How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
around urban resilience, and urban resilience measurement?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) @[gﬂod} 5(excellent)

How would you rate the clarity with which concepts were introduced or
communicated?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) Q}gt}nd} S(excellent)

How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises against?
1 (very poor) 2(poor) 3 (average) (4(good)  S(excellent)

How do you rate the overall facilitation?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) @gnnd] S(excellent)

What was most useful for you about today’s sessions?

Pestonce. Tndicnln AL Juelny .

What was your least favorite part?

N

What was one insight you gained, or something you learned?
Cose. shaln Pen Trdusit -
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION
DAY 2

What is your overall ranking of today’s training?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) Q[_gnnd} }[excellent:l

How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
around urban resilience, and urban resilience measurement?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) | S(excellent)

How would you rate the clarity with which concepts were introduced or
communicated? ;
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) Qh_fl{guud} | 5(excellent)

How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises against?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) \4(good) | 5(excellent)

How do you rate the overall facilitation?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good)  ‘5(excellent)

What was most useful for you about today’s sessions?

1 # i
Fae g, 1 & 4 |3
f / # L/ £

What was your least favorite part?

What was one insight you gained, or something you learned?

28
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION
DAY 2

What is your overall ranking of today’s training? %
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) (4{goc:d}"'g 5(excellent)

How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
around urban resilience, and urban resilience measurement?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) | 4(good) 5(excellent)

\" -

How would you rate the clarity with which concepts were introduced or
communicated? _
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) -:.__4{goc:d]| 5(excellent)

How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises against?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How do you rate the overall facilitation?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) S(excellent)

What was most useful for you about today’s sessions?

0 - =
ll'_l_' e 1-1_,..: +'_:|':|' of 'f'?.".j
|

What was your least favorite part?

What was one insight you gained, or something you learned?

'T.' 0 I‘:"II: ;hf L I-'_'{l! F i 1:-1(,; Lm{{__? 1 Ed |._: :.'I. . hag .":."' I'::'Il'- 1. i) .- o "J(_:.
I|I Fi ', i
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION
DAY 2

What is your overall ranking of\?d(/s training?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) (average) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
around urban resilience, and urban pesilience measurement?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) \yé:rage) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How would you rate the clarity with which concepts were introduced or

communicated?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) \3(/average) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How do you rate the relevance of the group exeriij;?é‘gainst?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) (good) S5(excellent)

How do you rate the overall facilitation?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) (average) 4(good) S5(excellent)

What was most useful for you about today’s sessions?

What was your least favorite part?

What was one insight you gained, or something you learned?
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION
DAY 2

What is your overall ranking of today's training?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4[g$nd} 5(excellent)

How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
around urban resilience, and urban resilience measurement? L
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) '/ 5(ekcellent)

b

How would you rate the clarity with which concepts were introduced or
communicated? —,

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) 'T.Sléxcellent]

How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises against?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) "z-re[g:f:uod} 5(excellent)

How do you rate the overall facilitation? :
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) | SQ(CEIIent}
L

What was most useful for you about today’s sessions?

’?f&l? v Epbrne f}r <

What was your least favorite part?

N/ k

What was one insight you gained, or something you learned?

AyplersS and perce phons
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION
DAY 2

What is your overall ranking of today’s training?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) @average] 4(good) 5(excellent)

How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
around urban resilience, and urban resilience measurement?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) @Dguud] 5(excellent)

How would you rate the clarity with which concepts were introduced or
communicated? N
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) { Q_Jﬂaverage} 4(good) S5({excellent)

How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises against?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) ; l@nnd] 5(excellent)

How do you rate the overall facilitation?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) @Paverage] 4(good) S(excellent)

What was most useful for you about today’s sessions?
;r( L{_- : :.:".\

What was your least favorite part?

What was one insight you gained, or something you learned?
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION
DAY 2

What is your overall ranking of today’s tr_._a_ining?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) Q'[averége} ) 4(good)  5(excellent)

How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
around urban resilience, and urban resilience measurement?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) . 4{_gm:_::fffx 5({excellent)

How would you rate the clarity with which concepts were introduced or
communicated?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) ~4(good) ~, 5(excellent)

How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises against?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) ¢ 4(good) 5(excellent)

How do you rate the overall facilitation?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) 5(excellent)

What was most useful for you about today’s sessions? _
(oA DV~ Yo v hicatv C

What was your least favorite part?

4oa lmg R Y PIR Sr—.,

What was one insight you gained, or something you learned?
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION
DAY 2

What is your overall ranking of today's training?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) @'ﬂhue rage) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
around urban resilience, and urban resilience measurement?

1 (very poor) [:(_2__ (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How would you rate the clarity with which concepts were introduced or
communicated?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) (% (average) 4(good) S5(excellent)

How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises against?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) (3 (average) 4(good) S5(excellent)

How do you rate the overall facilitation? .
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) [ _S[Excellent}

What was most useful for you about today’s sessions?

What was your least favorite part?

What was one insight you gained, or something you learned?
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION
DAY 2

What is your overall ranking of today’s training?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) @verage) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
around urban resilience, and urban resilience measurement?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) @?‘average) 4(good)  5(excellent)

How would you rate the clarity with which concepts were introduced or
communicated?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) ",37 (average) 4(good) S(excellent)

How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises against?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) S5(excellent)

How do you rate the overall facilitation?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) S5(excellent)

What was most useful for you about today’s sessions?

What was your least favorite part?

What was one insight you gained, or something you learned?
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION
DAY 2

What is your overall ranking of today’s training? ‘
1 (very poor) 2(poor) 3 (average) gﬁood) 5(excellent)

How would you rank the relevance of today’s sessions to your work or thinking
around urban resilience, and urban resilience measurement?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) (3 (average) 4(good) 5(excellent)

N/
How would you rate the clarity with which concepts were introduced or
communicated?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) :3\9average) 4(good) 5(excellent)

How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises against?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 /(average) 4(good) S5(excellent)

How do you rate the overall facilitation?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) {'E(é?;od) 5(excellent)

What was most useful for you about today’s sessions?

What was your least favorite part?

What was one insight you gained, or something you learned?
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Annex 4: Module 2- Day 3 and 4 Evaluations?

Please see next page.

The first ranking questions and follow-up questions refers to day 3. The second ranking question and
follow-up questions refer to day 4.
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION DAY 3 and 4

How would you rate the relevance of the field visit to topic of urban resilience?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) i_.“f_l;?xcellent] )
Please explain: ——

What was most useful about the field visit?

7O [ enr Lsrns c_‘_% 6_ @ {qh/; & an C 2t

£
A

What was least useful?

~/r

What did you learn?
uﬂ—}(_-t(; 2 r"?'f‘-w ﬂu_p I:*‘—'}""'F?vn (/c;é.rh‘—ﬂ

.f St
- C.-J'{j plry /?rzf ,,5__,/ /s:s/u.x-
-
How would you rate the urban systems mapping and analysis methodology to the
topic of urban resilience? e
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) - _Q[gﬂﬂd} ) 5(excellent)
Please explain: ~—/

What was most useful for you about the analysis day? Why? p
7& X-:QC"L“) l/(/[ L":r' e f ey ﬁ-y‘a é{_ﬂ.—v—m ‘.agl.-—l-/'-xf_ (—C.{
;U e I{]( 4o wjfi £ A.'cfx,, p »\_.-é"*—-—r L e ~

Ll b, "J"/(c-—i.t.ﬁfpm_,_ &
What was least useful? Why?

What did you learn?

{:E-:':‘/y ] -'rr“;{._ri—J EartA = re—.,/f*}&/p_/_! £-=—-:/€ __f_{/ %l_ﬂ'ﬂ ‘,L-aﬁ_}

P

};'-"""L"“"'--fT Nee oh o lea~vrr)— ar. & 7/

) bt s - \ i

o o ol ) . =
- /I f Iy /; ( LAt 2 | g a7 i 4
-~ ) T e e Zﬁ P T - e P A
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION DAY 3 and 4

How would you rate the relevance of the field visit to topic of urban resilience?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) @good} 5(excellent)
Please explain:

What was most useful about the field visit?

e N \-Q\ CLLy L_:_-.;_rl\f{ woaldd Nz ( A,I;'F_hu:- ey s "hf.f\""_- -ﬁ,"\“._Q
OL aggesspe n N

What was least useful?
D&\ wecdhe i'-&\mh\& N T RS | L D Seergy

<2
et WaRR thay
) N
What did you learn?
Sows Ao Casddes Nodrsy  ared ohe SEER N e \‘\( al
]

(Q..‘aesse Sele N f?qg&&u\éj N

' How would you rate the urban systems mapping and analysis methodology to the
topic of urban resilience?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) /3 (average) 4(good) 5(excellent)
Please explain: o

What was most useful for you about the analysis day? Why?

What was least useful? Why?

< J-
—

What did you learn?

|

— -i



URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION DAY 3 and 4

How would you rate the relevance of the field visit to topic of urban resilience?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 5(excellent)

Please explain:

What was most useful about the field visit?

He tOHNC(‘\N @{’% wermmontd ond %&H\S w\fmmaf'\(?\/\ on relafecd to Hhatr
faprednes o} Jca el

What was least useful?

What did you learn? i Lk wn enprnl) H etules (s
hat Ubded Capratiy, ot 0 G
b s e

How would you rate the urban systems mapping and analysis methodology to the
topic of urban resilience?

e i »
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) 5(excellent)
Please explain:

What was most useful for you about the analysis day? Why?

pwhk e il ackor= A lermn a‘f A0 0 maéwﬂ prowl & %deg\g plag,
What was least useful? Why?

|\)U + fC\) CA

s v
What did you learn? atior b PP

(OW\(WWW\M
% AANNRES

bR
chures af Challongt )
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION DAY 3 and 4
How would you rate the relevance of the field visit to topic of urbaln resilience?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good)  ‘5(excellent)

Please explain:

What was most useful about the field visit?

fl (43 ,gﬂ.f (ot d o ~fabll T PogAe QT The ¢ (, IS
N> / -
141 ',';’ Iy ]
What was least useful?
| o fl/} - ! { 31( ; /) ' ’/}( ¢ “:.'/ ;‘J‘/] r"‘r /_r L.
What did you learn? _ ) )
Wiy ol Sk ' Cv oS len Oty wes

How would you rate the urban systems mapping and analysis methodology to the
topic of urban resilience?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) @xcellent)

Please explain:

What was most useful for you about the analy5|s day? Why?

\__.r”{‘__.-. 7 /7 7] e’ /Q?L f%/ f?@'ﬂ /”‘éﬂ 6&44_‘2\—‘

What was least useful? Why?

A/ A

AV

What did you learn? ) ) T
: AES) @l Dy e s
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION DAY 3 and 4

How would you rate the relevance of the field visit to topic of urban resilience?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) 5(excellent)

Please explain:

What was most useful about the field visit?
('Je,u.rz + Enno e CLQHQUU ord Toued 2l W

What was least useful?

None .

What did you learn?
B't:,txre.dn% and 2'6:1]3"?'“& "PLQ’" ¥ the
‘}ﬁb‘“’"
How would you rate the urban systems mapping and analysis methodology to the
topic of urban resilience?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good)
Please explain:

What was most useful for you about the analysis day? Why?

Undevsl—amh, M' J,Cﬁhﬂ”'lo e g—eJullQ)’lce. F&in" bk,
Vieew, al

What was least useful? Why?

M“TP"‘J OLcupan occup 1ed almott the .ﬁmeataa"ze{h
..erdvqxa/lbv\}‘i\' Coe.wld I-\p-d'echn.e. m_ kolflg— a and drscu—
What did you learn? ~ ~ SS  redr retlience milicalog

puthing the cotlected ket daka n « logical ordler

Nsaster Vnauaajemen*
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION DAY 3 and 4

How would you rate the relevance of the field visit to topic of urban resilience?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) (3 (average) ) 4(good) 5(excellent)

Please explain: e
What was most useful about the field visit?

W"({ﬂ £ stpand i"‘l}j Hay ?mkum at Lomman fl,\{'{j'\]l (ﬁ,\t{,{

What was least useful?

’h’.(mé( @Ff'drtjﬁ{-.m;,+ , *luk, o 73 / brdlc wp {m Q\Jrﬁy G-;j';«e;.

What did you learn?

Veciows Conditions whiel, il / infLice: 1y wj(\m«t-; yhe Me(?ur@a%
L (*f(llr M LS
How would Qou rate the urban systems mapping and analysis methodology to the
topic of urban resilience?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) (3 (average) 4(good) 5(excellent)
Please explain: B
LL'&&.’?»@{M-L}W\\S H~ b8 feus t\%ﬂ{’ £

What was most useful for you about the analysis day? Why? /

\JF{\‘{]’- _ \( S ) ‘qf A’D M ]\:}.\g _*l/\_e S’QOFE DU\J( /m’ !n"l‘e{g'@ﬂ"v"-:' ‘A [J, \ k‘ ¢ Ha I-JIFLN'.J &4_

20 AN e \

What was least useful? Why?

What did you learn?
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION DAY 3 and 4

How would you rate the relevance of the field visit to topic of ur@ce?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good)  5(excellent)
Please explain:

What was most useful about the field visit? ‘
The .3.-1? AL " A e b g Do Aouu‘d-‘ dods (4P ¢ el

)

wd by ool L .f_o!‘cﬁ.._l-u_(ﬁ shlenfion or o S LEEE dchivin

What was least useful?

.,' neln \ HA [ Qi (VY3 tL_(
What did you Iearn? NS REN . & T
T o e\, 'ﬁDiJ‘.tﬁc\&<9I guch :-..IL,\Q_'J\-*-&\’*-J' - deve Py e, |G
vy . | _ wies el - hraN wWote pelois Qacl
W I- T ’ 'I‘. ‘L,' L

ka N\( Vewtd & ; wl gt Hhw 5?‘ “n ,@; D balily, wWen
How would you rate the urban systems mapping and analysns methodology to the :
{

ate [
topic of urban resilience? oy Q09"
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) (4(good) ) S(excellent) :
Please explain: _
— , . PR | | VooVer ,5'*. oty & e '="L\.-'.‘ :?
\ B s s | 56 " L‘_\.-.'."u“ SR Vieg ke ! LA o

n s e b -

What was most useful for you about the analysis day? Why?

1
Vi D in

\ n{ ; ¥ .
?U\_\'*.\H‘ | e Ay Gl rf&l Al L (g“’- A\ Ru,cr 2
4
o 1 Ve Y Loty r>l.-r o
v i
What was Ieast useful? Why?
. 1 It Sotans ) ! ) \
Pea 1~ L n | "i'3 =% AR & T be wie o Of '
D T =
F 1 g b Fd A 3

Wth did y you Ieatr;f? €of 73"
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION DAY 3 and 4

How would you rate the relevance of the field visit to topic of urban resilience?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) \,A(\)/erage) 4(good) 5(excellent)
Please explain:

What was most useful about the field visit?

fr" } lave »LL n.acj Qx t) e eNCL O’S F\ F 2 ‘I Naug s

What was least useful?

toro Twanber o »g iv‘# uc.v'wx)ab

What did you learn?

How would you rate the urban systems mapping and analysis methodology to the

topic of urban resilience?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) \Aéverage) 4(good) 5(excellent)
Please explain:

What was most useful for you about the analysis day? Why?

To hae a boadben Lo '\'ou)mb\ Re_ /“a.;\]‘;)ﬁ I

What was least useful? Why?
\,7)"‘9 P J_:Q);\ ‘ﬁﬁ_ bJ)’ wh (/( V (a2 —\‘AFLQ‘/‘) ?f) o_ “(’ &LU;?— ‘ M
: 2 N — 2 te
mlcx'ﬁw-%!% amL C,MJL(L be Ma. '\7(1.» o 3}&57%(9\ i

d ) Cl\_)-
What did you learn? P oo
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How would you rate the relevance of the field visit to topic of urban resilience?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) 5(excellent)
Please explain:

What was most useful about the field vjsit? ' o
< et Yo ousl Qg)‘daﬁ{atm &ww(//ww Wy,

}.' [ 1"|,|l.
What was least hseful?

What did you learn?

How would you rate the urban systems mapping and analysis methodology to the
topic of urban resilience?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) [3 (average) 4(good) 5(excellent)
Please explain: :

/Al

What was most useful for you about the analysis day? Why? MLA2\0 /
What was least useful? Why?

What did you learn?
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION DAY 3 and 4

How would you rate the relevance of the field visit to topic of urban resilience?
/ \|

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) @(goo_ )" 5(excellent)

Please explain: o

What was most useful about the field visit?

I i -] 1 x " o ||I | “’{- "\ 'ﬂ,‘,ch "‘:'E‘LL’\\ L% "i:\"'J/’ ’Jl';.a-‘
’}{“I 1 P Copy mn ‘./ mun e gand el cOURE TEEN P& / L T

N
| [
6 el [ RN Lyt e,

What was least useful?

1A ATy fas + YL Hear Liem T ) fC a9

What did you learn?

. 1L
- Clan Qryre S el
U i ’

How would you rate the urban systems mapping and analysis methodology to the
topic of urban resilience? _ _

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) [\_ 4(good)_": 5(excellent)
Please explain: )

What was most useful for you about the analysis day? Why?

T re ) | 1 { [
s Wi ww Mainh Haah de ot and sic [altager anven R

{ -i‘l b = o e B Nt e
‘}{{\L Copetpd Y WD O 1k / ooy f

What did you learn?

| |
e A

\ 3 P T e
Wou e L*"”',“.'
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION DAY 3 and 4

How would you rate the relevance of the field visit ic of urban resilience?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(good) 5(excellent)

Please explain:

What was most useful about the field visit?
What was least useful?
What did you learn?

How would you rate the urban systems mapping and analysis methodology to the
topic of urban resilience? _

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 4(good) 5(excellent)
Please explain:

What was most useful for you about the analysis day? Why?

What was least useful? Why?

What did you learn?
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION DAY 3 and 4

How would you rate the relevance of the field visit to topic of urban resilience?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) (/@)(good) 5(excellent)
Please explain: /

What was most usefu‘ about the field visit?
)y rsmcm‘ Yo eppertunily to sel {9 val enlod © wdodand Mo abet Mu ovea /Ciy

(;0[\5 5-\”.‘.() wrvidw iy Y)E\\.Lhd ('. LS i “li\L ‘o ar/u{,»(ll-l -?'l'LY (l\ ’f){q,/u

What was least useful? R ' \
fis 1 vt novatlly dhe Lot et , WY if cald e et if seow aovermance issves /shouchg
s orovidsd i dlvavie 0 wdivglomd N ety connd o clh) gaverang welaleed ter
ci dwebprunt amgl also & Y 1y Mg loea) sttt (SVREE /uado Mitipping ) wone (4

v ae Sc et we m diseugs Y ssr e vivised dxh\"r] We b -

What did you learn? = .
T dwelep welier skhmbenies, \wndirstomedy Ui systtnl & bivgermec b

ANVNY 5(‘-":-1“.\\'.}‘7{ y ("‘-IC[ i"'-"f'"" ‘!f,[-l) v$ ’l"""\"? ,'\,,_-(::‘,' {3“"“‘."1”‘ KC’W(\/!’L' ) Il" a3

Wi cidy vhomoesy e tsves WA Yo e g‘.ﬂ\'mﬂ.i-(c{ . Oy ciby maantsy Wanbe Py
Yo ettt daler Fom iterevet \vels 40 male S Wit 4";'((_):.'(1"&:- o x Hol pblmy—

How would you rate the urban systems mapping and analysis methodology to the

i - v anclude 25 Many o (N\) steleyel (,u.r-‘t-(_ 0ot bl 15rve)

topic of urban resilience? J - PR S T

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) @good) 5(excellent) «4q! \,z-.xw(c

. Wiaw
Please explain: ’

{ OyV1S '
At [0y W

i Suctemr Magply 4|
What was most useful for you about the analysis day? Why? 0 ), f

To wdepstol vy 2eklhs & wdy gbolom s ¢ o )J\(Lj ot vl /Tt covpruche el

What was least useful? Why?
X

What did you learn?
U %‘L{,,,,_‘ aut (av Wy, ol (A coulel Ve
5‘(]5"/"“1““?(5"3 Yy Lo cmsidir k& Wht ﬂV’ﬂUﬁC e i i
»J“‘;Jf oL Cavey Leblees x WMt shss Sshecle com e s

oS .

vg Wt et v etlely o - vevsel
e commtching £ vl wdtstod

el lipns, ot
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION DAY 3 and 4

How would you rate the relevance of the field visit to topic of urban resilience?
1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 5(excellent)
Please explain:

What was most useful about the field visit?
LMMW o conkert amel  ApPUYing fue tneeny we Gam
O @m.ehCOk\ e ftAan S

What was least useful?
Wag s LAWK Come of 0@ AUl dhogen fer ke
WView (& oY ke dghy Woy Rlon €0 we dand ot xug
W ali=n we wonedk -
What did you learn?
X me%;cf MUQ‘WS m W“H Lhedeuny B feihe. bt
M\aung ewrer baged an Auear explanclion  evengriineg s
wnater conk\ @y &
How would you rate the urban systems mapping and analysis methodology to the
topic of urban resilience?

1 (very poor) 2 (poor) 3 (average) 4(god} 5(excellent)
Please explain:

What was most useful for you about the analysis day? Why?

YAl BASIIM UASRRINE ICesS S vRI Ul PO@CS U el ieunol

how e Bbluns 7 ahut W ML/ Comnonted o anie  ANEHiA)

What was least useful? Why?

‘"M N Quve! dear haw e WS e M?'P'V‘j aoulldh ballp

Ué;-c?f!'h:xa\m boa tuweont - g g Wnell Qe Al [epy
G

What did you learn?
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Annex 5: Module 2- Day 5 Evaluations

URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION DAY 5

What did you find most useful about this training?

What did you find least useful about the training?

s

What were some of your major takeaways?

(L \T A e AR an ko vv\?QI/‘MQ

How, if at all, did this training contribute to your understanding of urban
resilience measurement? Ww9 \/J""Q“ - :

Ny S Py
What outstanding questions do you still have about urban resilience
measurement? . ~

i pmpedine whick s toha

B i /UVYM \AMWVV"W‘M

What would you like to see emphasized in the future? . :

\/\f\/\AQQOE \}UW J'{i’\»-é g/w Q—-p aur\& 5%

What, if anything, do you want to take forward or apply in your future work?

WW
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION DAY 5

What did you find most useful about this training?
Tooed Waesd e corsent TuaMing odsak  sesilresce
asd Wao A NG PRHY AANTE. AnS A PIC

What did you find least useful about the training?

We eded @5 adad on st ool s At
Cic?(\sq\\i Ve ahuce  sesiledce,

What were some of your major takeaways?
~\e> o aew Dcm._ﬁg M\(\\k\“‘tt o &,\(\bc}*\ aned shesges Ny

Qrares ?\qw\\
e A «\:&\\% e, Sre AL

R K '\b\‘b\ . y \\
- meso DOSATD M Aok m\\\:\%Q S ?%ﬂnﬁ‘m AN\ -\~ef\‘<\%

How, if at all, did this training contribute to your understanding of urban
resilience measurement?
T AN WD &.W\*\C—'& ogd ™ Ao T So v
Cendaooed  w lot!

What outstanding questions do you still have about urban resilience
measurement?
- e A weasre. K7
-Nao Ao el R 7
—uden ORAED e Ae\sQ\cp appdance G5 QroRo

RO A RENe -
What would you like to see emphasized in the future?

Wessrettan <‘\>9<§x1\x \eatried)  and Q-‘F-&*\‘\Q\@‘s
S oS ‘3\)‘1\ SNESINL N

What, if anything, do you want to take forward or apply in your future work?
e S N co&N\ch\s\xA AT ose  deseluerts
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\ st

URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: EVALUATION DAY 5

What did you find most useful alb‘g;{c t{u{uss training?
/ﬂ\»z : s R (,}eQQ
Con SV ahang - rmﬁwg e W"}\U\(X/Ak/ G (el 005
(LQ““ n ok b '
What did you find least useful about the training?

T\MM, Wes, d}\ H&rﬁ,\ . W G %\w,ﬂ/\o/\?\r o

\) \/\C)\J\( s J\Ax\vg OfO’QU& )( The \f\}(( ()\\G“._,\ b ’%"]/\,FC/\/V\ %\(jifﬁ?m 3=
What were some of your major takeaways? \ﬁ,\f‘(,\ s e Pe;@\ix\{r dewd 0gH lience.

\'\O\Ai Xm cmu»(”ma\h;( o mllente progeet-

& 00 G e

How, if at all, did this training contribute to your understanding of urba\rz \
resilience measurement? kit

TF o) b el andeshnd “Lm
é\lsxfzms. - k\/ﬁﬁ M\”‘J HW\D) e Demlung,

What outstanding questions do you still have about urban resilience
PJL‘? { (",*/ -
%.M W/,__NM;%_

measurement? e m \ -
( g 2 k_y\ U},) (/‘-)‘/\A {" ~ 1 &)ff- 6); s
T ke b K g
an wdagn enircoament 5 dudrmenang i
4078 Q e JV‘D Q)\/\Q,«}N\"LI\ $ &L b, :

What would you like to see emphasized in the future?
e

(s & 5 ON\ o N wopec
\ , ' =N Sﬁ-@A/‘Q'- 4 et
Also, dow o ond o ZySE P

oo o resgle ~conden) MW\’? L
What, if anything, do you want to take forward or apply in your future work?

\

o4 (',{"},—{', J }"‘D (j O A Of bean C«\J\D(}:« a

(.

SRR
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Annex 6: Module 2- Pre-Tests

URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE

Please answer true (T) or false (F).

X,

/2.
/3.

.

d POST-TEST

“Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience
program should strive to achieve @ F)

A “stress” and a development challenge are the same thing (T, @

We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics
that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved infrastructure) (T ,@

Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient

o)

Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
households, communities and systems. @F}

Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilience. ﬁj F)

Building urban resilience is essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. (T)F)

Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being
outcomes {T@

Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as
it is only measuring resilience capacities. (T B

X 10. A strategic resilience assessment is unique because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience

analyses (T(E)

11 An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or

neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing (7 @

/12. Adaptive capacitiesin a city refer to things like early warning information and insurance @ F)

~13. Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capacities @ F)

~14. When fo rming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components of

an index are related to each other () F)

/15, A key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses

@

/.-»'16. Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good

results IT@)

_17. Aresilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a progra m’'s monitoring and

evaluation plan IT@

- Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program’s theory of change, as capturedina
results framework or logical framework. Fi



URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT{ PRE and POST-TEST

Please answer true (T) or false (F).

\<1.

2.

10.

11.

15.

16.

18.

“Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience
program should strive to achieve (T./F)

A "stress” and a development challenge are the same thing {T@

We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics
that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved infrastructure) (T, F)

Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient
(r)

Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
households, communities and syslems.@,F]

Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilience. (T, F)

Building urban resilience is essentially the same as waorking with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptatinn.@ F}

Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being
outcomes [T@

Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as
it is only measuring resilience capacities. (T/(F

A strategic resilience assessment is unique because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience
analyses/(T}F)

An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or
neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing (T

. Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insuranc@ F)

X 13,

14.

Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capacities tT{?_D

When forming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components of
an index are related to each nthe@. F)

A key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses
(16

Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 menths of taking baseline data, to ensure good

results@f:l

. A resilience measurement plan should typically be separate froma program’s monitoring and

evaluation plar(a,F}

Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program’s theory of change, as captured in a
results framework or logical framework. (l) F)
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE and POST-TEST

Please answer true (T) or false (F).
1. “Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience
program should strive to achieve ﬁ) F)

7. A “stress” and a development challenge are the same thing @F}

3. We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics
that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved infrastructure}@ Fi

4. Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient

)

5. Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
households, communities and systems.((T)F)

6. Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilience. @ F)

7. Building urban resilience is essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. @ F

8. Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being
outcomes

9. Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as

it is only measuring resilience capacities. {TG)

10. A strategic resilience assessment is unique because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience

analyses cf}}

11. An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or
neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing (T 0

12. Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insurance (T ,@
13. Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capacities {T,@

14. When forming an index for measuring resilience, itis important to ensure that the components of
an index are related to each other @ F)

15. A key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses
ﬁT}l

16. Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good

results @F‘J

17. A resilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and
evaluation plan (T,

18. Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program’s theory of change, as captured in a
results framework or logical framework. {T.@
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE and POST-TEST

please answer true (T) or false {F).

1.

KX XX

Y 10.

11

312

13.

14.

15.

-\( 16.

17.

18.

“Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience
program should strive to achieve (T,F) T
A "stress” and a development challenge are the same thing (T, F) |~

we can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics
that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved infrastructure) (T, F) =T

Reduced income inequality ina city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient
(TR =T

Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
households, communities and systems. (TF 1

Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilience. (T,F) "1

Building urban resilience s essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. (T,F)

Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being
outcomes (T,F}

Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as
it is only measuring resilience capacities. (T, F) F

A strategic resilience assessment is unique because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience
analyses (T,F) T

An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or
neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing TFA
Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insurance (T, F) .l--r
Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capacities (T, F) T

When forming an index for measuring re silience, it is important to ensure that the components of
an index are related to each other (T, F) -

A key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses
(R T

Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good
results (T,F)

A resilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and
evaluation plan (T,F)

Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program'’s theory of change, as captured in a
results framework or logical framework. (T.F} T
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE and POST-TEST

\:I;/se answer true (T) or false (F).
" “Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience
program should strive to achieve (T, F)

\}. A “stress” and a development challenge are the same thing T.F) F

/ \We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics
that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved infrastructure) (T, F)"r‘

/\9./ Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient

(T E
o\/ Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
households, communities and systems. (T,F) G o

:;//lnclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilience. (T, F) 7T~

" Building urban resilience is essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. (T, F) F."

g Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being
outcomes (T,F) 'f-'
‘\é. Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as

it is only measuring resilience capacities. (T, F) -

0. A strategic resilience assessment is unique because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience
analyses (T,F) i

1Y, An urban systems level analysis should focus on city Institutions, rather than businesses or
neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing (T,F) F—"

daptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insurance ('i', F)T
\;/ evelopment indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capacities (T, F) T
4

. When forming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components of
an index are related to each other (T, F) T

. A key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses

A I Y

acurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good

results (T,F) -r
7. Aresilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and
evaluation plan (T.F) T

\A. Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program’s theory of change, as capturedin a
results framework or logical framework. (T, F) /Y /

\9
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE and POST-TEST ( (S{

Please answer true (T) or false

1.

10.

11.

12,
13.
14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

(F).
“Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience
program should strive to achieve (T, F) T

) ) 2
A “stress” and a development challenge are the same thing (T, F) T Cbo"\ O(}.M , > )<

We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics _r
that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved infrastructure) (T, F) ><

Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient
Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
households, communities and systems. (T,F) | ./~

Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilience. (T, F) T P

Building urban resilience is essentially gne same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. (T, F) \/ v A

Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being
outcomes (T,F)

Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as
it is only measuring resilience capacities. (T, F) l’; o

A strategic resilience assessment is unique because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience
analyses (T,F) 5 / .

An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or F /
neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systerm_sAar_e_vessgn'tially the same thing (T,F)

Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insurance (T, F) "_ / .
Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capacities (T, F) ’r <

When forming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components of
an index are related to each other (T, F) > A

A key principle of resiliencé measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses

(T,F) e

Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good
results (T,F)

A resilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and
evaluation plan (T,F) o

Urban resilience measurement should be based off ofa .‘program’s theory of change, as captured in a
results framework or logical framework. (T, F) ’r /
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT\:PRE/and POST-TEST

Please answer true (T) or false (F).

1.

B

10,

11.

12.
13.
14,

15.

16.

17.

18,

“Enhanced city resilience” can roughly b hﬂsgd.tu the highest level impact an urban resilience
program should strive to achieve (T, F) '?‘

A "stress” and a development challenge a ame thing (T, F)  ~

We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics
that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved infrastructure) (T, F) T
Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient
(T.F)

Resilience capacitieE are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
households, communities and systems. (T,F) T

Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilience. (T, F) 7

Building urban resilience is essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. (T,F] &

Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being

outcomes (T,F) F

Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as
it is only measuring resilience capacities. LA F

A strategic resilience assessment is unique because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience
analyses (T,F) 7]~

An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or
neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing (T.F} &
Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insurance wR7T
Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capacities (T,F) 7

When forming an index for measuring resilience, it Is important to ensure that the components of
an index are related to each other (T, F) F

A key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses

LI

Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good

results (T,F) T Al
A resilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and
evaluation plan (T,F) il Le :fmu. Redd aliichasl

Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program’s theory of change, as captured in a
results framework or logical framework. (T, F)

7 1218
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT:EEand POST-TEST

Please answer true (T) or false (F).

\{1
|

. When forming an index for measuring resilience, itis important to ensure that the components of 4{

“Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be Iink;dtn the highest level impact an urban resilience
program should strive to achieve (T, F) Il._

A "stress” and a development challenge are the same thing (T, F) ‘F

We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics <} .
that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved infrastructure) (T, F)

Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient 7

(T.F) '

Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in peaple,"{
hauseholds, communities and systems. (T,F)

Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilience. (T, F) 'l

Building urban resilience is essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and (-
climate change adaptation. (T, F) I

Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being -
outcomes (T,F) El

Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as {;
it is only measuring resilience capacities. (T, F)

. & strategic resilience assessment is unigue because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience T

analyses (T,F)

. An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or t

neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing (T,F)

. Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insurance (T, F) 'Td

. Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capacities (T, F) ’Y’

an index are related to each other (T, F)

. A key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses T—-

(T.F)

Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 menths of taking baseline data, to ensure good F
results (T,F)

_ A resilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a progra m’s menitoring and .f

evaluation plan (T,F)

_ Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program's theory of change, as captured in a/[’

results framework or logical framework. (T, F)
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE and POST-TEST

Please answer true (T) or false (F).
F;’@;r" 1. “Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience

- 12,
3.
- 14.

16.
1I{L-

11.

~15,

program should strive to achieve (T, F)
A “stress” and a development challenge are the same thing (T, F)

We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics
that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved infrastructure) (T, F)

Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient
(T.F)

Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
households, communities and systems. (T,F)

Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilience. (T, F)

Building urban resilience is essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. (T, F)

Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being
outcomes (T,F)

Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as
it is only measuring resilience capacities. (T, F)

. A strategic resilience assessment is unique because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience

analyses (T,F)

An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses ar
neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing (T,F}

Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insurance (T, F}
Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capacities (T, F)

When forming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components of
an index are related to each other (T, F)

A key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses
(T,F)

Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good
results (T,F)

. A resilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and

evaluation plan (T,F)

. Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program’s theory of change, as captured in a

results framework or logical framework. (T, F)

)]
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT:@@M POST-TEST

Please answer true (T) or false (F).
7@" Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience
program should strive to achieve @ F)
2. A “stress” and a development challenge are the same thing (T J@

We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics (
that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved infrastructure} @ Flo

Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient
G

5. Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
households, communities and systems. @F]

=

Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilie nce.@ F)

B

Building urban resilience is essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. [T.@

8. Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being
outcomes (T(F)

9. Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as
it is only measuring resilience capacities. (T @

_ A strategic resilience assessment is unigque because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience
analyses@F]
11. An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or
neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing [T@
% Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insurance ﬁ'} F)
13. Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience ca pacities@ F

14. When forming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components of
an index are related to each other (T) F)

15, A key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses
oA
/. Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good

results @F}

17. A resllience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program's monitoring and
evaluation plan [1@

18. Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a progra m's theory of change, as captured in a
results framework or logical framework. @ F)

L\
\ ’ 1$6
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE and POST-TEST

Please answer true (T) or false (F).

1

10.

11.

12.
13.
14.

15.

' 16.

17.

18.

“Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience
program should strive to achieve @F] s

A “stress” and a development challenge are the same thing [T,(g o]

We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics
that we think are important to resilience, {i.e. drainage systems or im proved infrastructure) (T, F)
Reduced income inequality in a city as a res ult of program activities proves that a city is resilient

, | {0
A ool b fradt §
Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
households, communities and .wstems@:]
Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilie ncei'f'ﬁl":F)

L

Building urban resilience is essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. [ﬁ F}
Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being
outcomes (T, @

Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as
it is only measuring resilience capacities. (T, ﬂ}

A strategic resilience assessment is unique because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience
s
analyses E}H

An urhan systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or
neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing I_Tf@

Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning infarmation and insurance riT','F]
Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience ca par,itie{lj, F)

When forming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components of
an index are related to each othe @F}

F

Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good
results (T,F)

M resil':'éﬁce measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and
evaluation plan {T,fll

@ke'.r principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses

Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program's theory of ehange, as captured in a
results framework or logical fra mewnrk@ F) 14/18
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Annex 7: Module 2- Post-Tests®

Please see next page.

3 The final two test, labeled “unmarked,” were not clearly identified as a Pre or Post-test. They were not
included in the calculations for the average groups test scores.
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE an OST-TEST‘

Please answer true (T) or false (F).
“Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience v

1.

program should strive to achieve I_T.@

A "stress” and a development challenge are the same thing (T @ -

We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics

that we think are important to resilience, i.e.

Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient

D

drainage systems or improved infrastructure) (T/F)

Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people, -

households, communities and S?StE'rTIE.@F:I

i
Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilie nce.@ F)

Building urban resilience is essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and

climate change adaptation. (T(F)

Urban development is synonymaous with urban resilience because both measure well-being

outcomes (T(ED

Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as
it Is only measuring resilience capacities. @D

R

. A strategic resilience assessment is unigue because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience

11.

12.
13.
14,

15. A key principle of resilience measurement incl

16.

17.

analyses||

An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or
neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing lT‘{E]I

mm’lchﬂ -
Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insurance }D@

Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience r.apacitles@ F)

When forming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components of

an index are related to each other@ F

F)

udes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses

Hecurreng_r_gsilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good

results (T,F)

A resilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and

evaluation plan (T

18. Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program’s theory of change, as captured in a

results framework or logical framework. (T)F)
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE and 0/ -TEST

Please answer true (T) or false (F).

Y 1

MO(\PKW.N

11.

12.
13.
14,

15,

16.

17.

18.

10.

“Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience
program should strive to achleve@, F)

A “stress” and a development challenge are the same thing (T @

. Wecan det%riﬁiké%hether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics

that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved Infrastructure)@, F)

Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient
)

Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
households, communities and systems. @,F)

Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilience. @, F)

Building urban resilience is es;entlalty the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. @ ﬂ

Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being
outcomes (

Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as
it is only measuring resilience capacities. (T@

A strategic resilience assessment is unique because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience
analyses @,F)

An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or
neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing (T®
Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insurance (T, ,@
Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capacitie@, F)

When forming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components of
an index are related to each other@, F)

A key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses
4F)

Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good

results (T/E) NS thi e ¢hadt

A resilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and

evaluation plan (T@

Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program’s theory of change, as captured'ln a
results framework or logical framework@ F)
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE and POST-TEST

Please answer true (T) or false (F).

1.

10.

11.

12.
13.
14,

15.

16.

13

“Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience
program should strive to ar.hieve@ A X

A “stress” and a development challenge are the same thing {T,@

We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics
that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved infrastructure) @ Fj X

Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient

on *

Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
households, communities and systems. @F]

Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilience. @F}

Building urban resilience is essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. (TF) ¥

Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being
outcomes (T

Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as
it is only measuring resilience capacities. {T@

A strategic resilience assessment is unigue because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience
anaiyses@'F] X

An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or
neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing (T ﬁ

Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insuram:e@ F) &
Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capacities @@

When forming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components of
an index are related to each other@F}

A key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses
on

Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good

results BIEY) (JW\H o_{‘u_r AT

A resilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and
evaluation plan {T@

. Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program's theory of change, as captured in a

results framework or logical framework. ([, F)
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE and POST-TEST

Please answer true (T) or false (F).

1.
X

2;

3.

Y

)80.

11,

12,
13.
14.

15.

17.

18.
/-
results framework or logical framework.

“Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience
program should strive to achieve @F)

A “stress” and a development challenge are the same thing (T@

We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics
that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved lnfrastructure)@ F)

Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient

@3

Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
households, communities and systems@F)

Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilience. (T, F)

Building urban resilience is essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. (T,@

Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being
outcomes (T,

Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as
it is only measuring resilience capacities. (T,

A strategic resilience assessment is unique because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience
analyses (T)F)

An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or
neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing (T@

Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insurance (T,@
Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capacities@ F)

When forming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components of
an index are related to each other@ F)

A key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses

@
1/6;

Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good
results (T

A resilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and
evaluation plan (T

Urban resilience measurement should be@?)ased off of a program’s theory of change, as captured in a
F)
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE and POST-TEST

Pledse answer true (T) or false (F).
. “Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience
program should strive to achieve (T, F})

A “stress” and a development challenge are the same thing (T, F)

. We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics
/hat we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved infrastructure) (T, F) F‘

. Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient

h

" Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
households, communities and systems. (T,F) T

. Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilience. (T, F) T

. Building urban resilience is essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. (T,F) ¥

\,{ Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being

V/outcomes (TFI' ¥
. Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as
it is only measuring resilience capacities. (T, F) =

. Astrategic resilience assessment is unique because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience

apalyses (T,F) '\'
% urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or
neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing (T,F)T—'-

daptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insurance (T, F)T
* Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capacities (T, F) ‘

. When forming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components of
n index are related to each other (T, F) ‘
\)5\ key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses
(TR
. Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good

esults (T,F) 1~
. A resilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and
evaluation plan (T,F) F

. Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program’s theory of change, as captured in a

results framework or logical framework. (T, F)——}-"

e

\
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE and POST-TEST

Please answer true (T) or false (F). , [_}
1. “Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience | | .
program should strive to achievﬂLfF) " , 5
/

N
2. A“stress” and a development challenge are the same thing (T(F), b

3. We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics
that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved infrastructurel (T, F) )(

4, Rec;uced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient
e~

5. Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
households, communities and systems@F) /

Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resillence@ F) 7~

6.

7. Building urban resilience is essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. (T,@J /

8. Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being
outcomes (T, _;_ /

9. Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as

it is only measuring resilience capacities. (T, W

10. A strategic resilience assessment is unique because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience
analyse@F) > gk

11. An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or
neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing (T,F)

12. Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insurance ﬁ F) /
—_— 7o
13. Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capacitiee (T, F)

14. When forming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components of
an index are related to each other Q’,‘ F) P

15. A ‘lgey principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses

(e

16. Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good
results((j,F)

17. A resilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and
evaluation plan (TSF) /

18. Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program’s theory of change, as captured in a
results framework or logical frameworkf_ (T,JF) /
v
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE anmST-TEST

Please answer true (T) or false (F).
1. “Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience
program should strive to achieve (T, F) F:

\:’E, A “stress” and a development challenge are the same thing (T, F) ~

We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics

that we think are important to resilience, [i.e. drainage systems or improved infrastructure) (T, F) T

Nfl. Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient

(T,F) F
\\5. Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
households, communities and systems. (T,F) |

\\li. Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilience. (T, F) T

\\? . Building urban resilience is essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
™ climate change adaptation. (T, F) F

& Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being
outcomes (T,F) F

\&3; Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as
it is only measuring resilience capacities. (T, F) I::

strategic resilience assessment is unique because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience
analyses (T,F) T

-q,{l, An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or —
neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing (T,F)

—

\‘\12. Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insurance (T, F) F

14, When forming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components of

\,tl;mlnpment indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capacities (T,F) T
an index are related to each other (T, F) F

\1-5. A key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses

(1) T

9 16. Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good

Oresults (T,F) N-Vf DS
1

7. )A resilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and
evaluation plan (T,F) T

w}. Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program’s theory of change, as captured in a
results framework or logical framework. (T, F)

1318
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE and POST-TEST

Please answer true (T) or false (F).

1.

15.

16.

17.

18.

“Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience
program should strive to achieve (T, F) F—

A “stress” and a development challenge are the same thing (T, F) F"

We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics
that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved infrastructure) (T, F) ]

Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient ;
(T,F) '

Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people, '|
households, communities and systems. (T,F) '

Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilience. (T, F) [
Building urban resilience is essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. (T, F) r

Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being (,
outcomes (T,F)

Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as

it is only measuring resilience capacities. (T, F) "‘

A strategic resilience assessment is unique because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience
analyses (T,F) ( .

. An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or t

neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing (T,F)

/
. Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insurance (T, F) ~ |
. Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capacities (T, F) f

. When forming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components ofT--'

an index are related to each other (T, F)

A key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses "/
(T,F)

Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good |-

results (T,F) '
A resilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and 41
evaluation plan (T,F)

Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program's theory of change, as captured in a

results framework or logical framework. (T, F) \\
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE and POST-TEST

Please answer true (T} or false (F).

¢ 1.

2.

“Enhanced city resilience” canﬂ(oughw be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience

program should strive ta achieve (T, F}
A “stress” and a development challenge are the same thing (T, F)

We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics
that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved infrastructure) (T, F)

Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient
(T,F)

Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
households, communities and systems. (T,F)

Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilience. (T, F)

Building urban resilience is essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. (T, F)

Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being
outcomes (T,F)

Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as
it is only measuring resilience capacities. (T, F)

. A strategic resilience assessment is unique because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience

analyses (T,F)

. An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or

neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing (T,F)

Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insurance (T, F)

. Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capacities (T, F)

. When forming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components of

an index are related to each other (T, F)

. & key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses

(T.F)

. Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good

results (T,F)

. A resilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and

evaluation plan (T,F)

. Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program’s theory of change, as captured ina

results framework or logical framework. (T, F)
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URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE and 6\5 -TEST

Please answer true (T) or false (F).
1. “Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience
program should strive to achieve (T,@

2. A “stress” and a development challenge are the same thing (T,@

X We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics
that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved Infrastructure)@F)

4. Reéuced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient
(T,

5. Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
households, communities and systems.(r})

6. Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilience.@, F)

7. Building urban resilience is essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. (T,@

8. Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being
outcomes (T,

9. Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as
it is only measuring resilience capacities. (T ,@

10. A strategic resilience assessment is unique because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience
analyses (T@

11. An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or
neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing (T(F)

12. Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insurance (T,@
13. Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capacities @ F)

14. When forming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components of
an index are related to each other @ F)

15. A key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses
@

16. Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good
results (

17. Aresilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and
evaluation plan (T,’f)

18. Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program’s theory of change, as captured in a
results framework or logical framework. @ F) 4
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15 URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE and POST-TEST

Please answer true (T) or false (F).

A ¢ wn

Y ¢ 3.
. 4

T s

T 6.
X

11

F 18,

“17.

-] 18.

“Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience f
program should strive to achieve IT, F)

A “stress” and a development challenge are the same thing (T, @

We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics
that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved Infrastructure@j F)

Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient
mh mi hatesary

Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
househaolds, communities and systems. @F}

Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilience.{@Fl

Building urban resilience is essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. ({T, F)
Urban development is synonymeous with urban resilience because both measure well-being

outcomes {T,E}'

Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as
it is only measuring resilience capacities. (T,F)

. A strategic resilience assessment is unigue because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience

analyses @F )

An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or )
neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing (T,F) J

. Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insurance'@ F oIt mfl,ﬂ':d‘ ]
. Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience ca pacities@ F)

. When forming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components of

T 1s.

an index are related to each nther@ F)

A key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses

()

Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good
results (T)F)/ i Aaschs Aappend Jd

A resilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and
evaluation plan (T,F))

Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program’s theory of change, as captured in a
results framework or logical framework. (T,F)
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| B
URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE and POST-TEST

Please answer true (T) or false (F). ~\ |
1. “Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience '-
program should strive to achieve (T Fb

2. A“stress” and a development challenge are the same thing {T@

3. We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics
that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved infrastructure) (T _F)

4. Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient
7))

5. Resilience capacities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
households, communities and systems )

6. Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for reslllence.@]

7. Building urban resilience is essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. {T@D

8. Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being
outcomes (T,

Oy e r — S

9. Urban resilience measurement does not requirg.measures of well-being, or deueloEment impact, as
it is only measuring resilience capacities. ,5] 1

10. A strategic resilience assessment is unigue because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience
analyses (T
o

11. An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or
neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing (T

12. Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and In5urance (T, F)
-

13. Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capacities(/)

14. When forming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components of
an index are related to each uﬂ”seu@ F)

15. i key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses

F)
16. Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 m:]:'mtl"s of taking baserine cla'l:a to ensure good
results ( L= afdm 8 A ek

17. A resilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and
evaluation plan {TQS

18. Urban resilience measurement should bg,bﬁsed off of a program's theory of change, as captured in a
results framework or logical framework; AT, /,.'F}

&
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Unmarked:

L Unmarked \J

Name: _ Maen L b 17/18

URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE and POST-TEST

Please answer true (T) or false (F).

1.

10.

11.

Yh
13,
14,

15.

16.

17. A

18.

“Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience
program should strive to achieve [ :l}f}_;

A “stress” and a development challenge are the same thing (T lO

We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics
that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved infrastructure) (l,/ @

Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient
(T.F)

Resilience capacities are the abilities to ddress shocks and stresses, and can be found in people,
households, communities and svsterﬁs.

Inclusive governance is an example of a transformative capacity for resilien qéﬂ T, F)

Building urban resilience is essentlallv the same as working with cities on dns‘a sf:er risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. (T, jjl

Urban development Is synonymous wrth urban resilience because both measure well-being
outcomes {:_I‘,'iFj )

Urban resilience measurement does not require Measures of well-being, or development impact, as
it is only measuring resilience capacities. {T,,:f]
. ./

A strategic resilience assessment is unique because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience
analyses (T,F} " |

- A
An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or
neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing (T, ;}
Adaptive capacitiesina city refer to things like early warning information and insurance {T F} o

Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capa cmest IF:|

When forming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components of
an index are related to each other g -F

A key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses
r.h
Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good
results {T,F}

A resilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and
evaluation plan (T,E) _}

Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program’s theory of change, as captured in a
results framework or logical framework .GT, F)
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Unmarked

URBAN RESILIENCE MEASUREMENT: PRE and POST-TEST

Please answer true (T) or false (F).

)(1.

.

/3.

“15.

/’15.

_~18.

“Enhanced city resilience” can roughly be linked to the highest level impact an urban resilience
program should strive to achieve ﬁ, F)

A “stress” and a development challenge are the same thing [T,@] -

We can determine whether a city is resilient by identifying and measuring key city characteristics
that we think are important to resilience, (i.e. drainage systems or improved infrastructure) I:T,E}

Reduced income inequality in a city as a result of program activities proves that a city is resilient
(ve)

Resilience caparcities are the abilities to address shocks and stresses, and can be found in peaple,
households, communities and systems. (T;F)

Inclusive governance Is an example of a transformative capacity for resilience. @ F)

Building urban resilience is essentially the same as working with cities on disaster risk reduction and
climate change adaptation. {T,@

Urban development is synonymous with urban resilience because both measure well-being
outcomes [TE:F}]

Urban resilience measurement does not require measures of well-being, or development impact, as
it is only measuring resilience capacities. ( T@[

. A strategic resilience assessment is unigue because it focuses on multiple, sector-specific resilience

analyses :T,%

. An urban systems level analysis should focus on city institutions, rather than businesses or

neighbourhoods, because institutions and urban systems are essentially the same thing (T,

. Adaptive capacities in a city refer to things like early warning information and insurance @ F)
. Development indicators can also be used as indicators for resilience capacities {fﬁ F)

. When forming an index for measuring resilience, it is important to ensure that the components of

an index are related to each other @ F)

A key principle of resilience measurement includes incorporating measures of shocks and stresses
F

Recurrent resilience monitoring should start within 3 months of taking baseline data, to ensure good
results (T :

. A resilience measurement plan should typically be separate from a program’s monitoring and

evaluation plan (T, @

Urban resilience measurement should be based off of a program’s theory of change, as captured in a
results framework or logical framework. (T, F)

/r
[ o, _
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Annex 8: Evaluation Scorecard*

very poor | poor
Day One (1) 2) average (3) | good (4) | excellent (5) | Average Score
What is your overall ranking of today's training - 2 12 2 4.00
How would you rank the relevance of today's -

sessions to your work or thinking around urban resilience and

urban measurement 4 9 3 3.94
How would you rate the clarity with which -
concepts were introduced or communicated? 5 10 1 3.75
How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises 5 9 2 3.81
How do you rate the overall facilitation? 1 13 2 4.06

very poor | poor
Day Two (@) ) average (3) | good (4) | excellent (5) | Average Score
What is your overall ranking of today's training - 5 5 - 3.50
How would you rank the relevance of today's -

sessions to your work or thinking around urban resilience and

urban measurement 1 3 4 2 3.70
How would you rate the clarity with which -
concepts were introduced or communicated? 5 4 1 3.60
How do you rate the relevance of the group exercises 3 7 4.70
How do you rate the overall facilitation? 4 4 2 3.80

very poor | poor
Day Three/Four 1) 2) average (3) | good (4) | excellent (5) | Average Score
How would you rate the relevance of the field visit -
to topic of urban resilience 3 7 3 4.00
How would you rate the urban systems mapping and -
analysis methodology to the topic of urban resilience 5 5 3 3.85

* There were no ranking questions asked in the Day 5 evaluation, therefore Day 5 is not part of the Workshop Scorecard.




