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Abstract: This paper inquires the conceptual relationship between two evolving 

concepts: community participation and disaster management. While, many criticize the 

policies and institutions of government in post-disaster mitigating situation, this work 

argues that it is the group or community collective conscious which has the greatest 

potential and capacity to deal with natural disasters and recovering efforts to restore the 

situation to normalcy. Majority of global south countries are standout amongst the most 

defenseless zones to regular catastrophes on the planet. Verging on consistently diverse 

sorts of characteristic catastrophes happen in Bangladesh and pulverize numerous lives 

and assets of individuals. In spite of the fact that it is unrealistic to keep the event of 

catastrophes affected by common causes, legitimate arrangement, administration and 

human aggregate cooperation may minimize the naturally driven disastrous events 

happened. The global south is no special case in such manner. In any case, the 

administration of countries situated in the global south has embraced debacle 

administration arrangements and programs with particular accentuation on group support 

in a debacle administration cycle since decolonization. In view of literature this work 

breaks down the ways to deal with catastrophe administration and its socio-political 

underpinnings, furthermore talks about the part of social work to guarantee or augment 

group support in a debacle administration that may add to both human studies and various 

other fields of social sciences. 
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Introduction 

 

Management of and dealing with 

disastrous situation is all about the mechanism 

employed and management procedure adopted 

to mitigate the post-disaster circumstances. 

These mechanism and procedures primarily 

focus on physical and psychological health of 

people and relief-providing services during the 

time of disaster (Tan, 2009). This management 

depends upon range of factors.  For the last ten 

years, disastrous situation gave rise to various 

social and economical problems. Social 

problems pertain to demographic displacement 

and economic problems pertain to 

reconstruction of the infrastructure and 

provision of basic amenities of life during the 

period of uncertainty. During this period of 

disaster-ridden situation, complex and 

sophisticated issues have reared their heads 

indicating the changing conceptual ingredients 

of disaster and hence triggered the question 
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about what does disaster actually mean. These 

newly emerged issues and features of disaster 

draws our attention towards the importance of 

clear understanding about disaster before 

delving into the discussion of disaster 

management institutions or arrangements. On 

the large scale, an event of disaster, is 

understood as the amalgam of probability of 

happening and the lack of capacity and 

preparedness to respond to it accordingly. 

Hazard is characterized as the likelihood of the 

event of a hazardous marvel at a given spot 

inside a given duration of time-period. To the 

contrary, helplessness is characterized as the 

level of defenselessness status to a danger, or 

the absence of ability to ingest the effect of a 

risk and recuperate from it (Ariyabandu, 

2003). 

 

Weakness additionally alludes to an 

arrangement of predominant and noteworthy 

conditions which unfavorably influence the 

capacity of a individual, gathering or group to 

anticipate, alleviate, get ready for and react to 

perilous occasions and recoup from effect of 

common dangers (Bhatti, 2003; O'Brien, et al., 

2006). This connection does not just exist with 

physical components, but in addition it is 

connected to a scope of social, monetary, 

social and political variables (Ariyabandu, 

2003:28). A few contemporary studies 

recommend that perils may have their 

inception in nature yet these transform into 

calamities through societal procedure. For 

instance, climatic risks like surge, tornado, dry 

spell, tsunami and so on are meteorological 

danger be that as it may, these transform into 

debacles when the auxiliary and non-basic 

foundations of influenced range are as well 

shabby to adapt to these dangers (Bhatti, 

2003). Along these lines, a calamity is a result 

of a danger affecting the defenseless 

populaces. In this circumstance peril without 

anyone else's input is not a calamity unless 

there are defenseless populaces who don't 

have the capacity to battle it and who can't 

adapt to its various characteristics. United 

Nation Development Program Report (2007) 

breaks down this issue all the more 

generously. It shows that situation in existence 

during disaster is reflection of the probable 

fear of the happening of a disastrous event. 

Antecedents and drivers of these pre-disaster 

feelings and risks are position of incapacity 

and unpreparedness, constrained and minimal 

potential of tackling with or responding to 

situation of disaster. Regular perils drive 

disastrous events on the to the degree that they 

trigger a major interruption in functions of a 

group or inflict havoc to social, material items 

, financial and environmental mishaps. These 

havocs cross the capacity and potential of 

affected group or community to mobilize all 

the available social, political and economic 

assets for coping with the situation of disaster.  

Subsequently, overseeing post-disaster effects 

involves overseeing incapability and 

incapacity that incorporate five fundamental 

stages: counteractive action, readiness, crisis 

reaction, recuperation and relief (Bhatti, 

2003). Counteractive action incorporates the 

measures taken to block the event of a fiasco. 

Be that as it may, it is unrealistic to keep the 

event of normal catastrophes completely, 

however the degree of its harms can be 

diminished (Ahmed, 1994). Readiness covers 

the exercises composed in expectation of a 

fiasco to guarantee that fitting and successful 

move is made before. These activities 

incorporate the disaster arrangements, the 

preparation of responders, the support of 

human, substantial and money related assets 

and the foundation of government funded 

training and data framework (Kreps, et al., 

2006). Crisis reaction covers the fundamental 

administrations and exercises that are 

embraced amid the underlying effect or in the 

fallout of a calamity including those to spare 

lives and to counteract further harm to 

territory under the specific ownership (Bhatti, 
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2003; Kreps, et al., 2006; Kapucu, 2008). 
Recuperation is the activity or procedure of 

restoring an entity from post-disaster situation 

to pre-disaster situation (Hornby, 2000). 

Recuperation, in calamity administration, 

alludes to the exercises that are followed the 

underlying effect to create financial and 

natural conditions that are wrecked by debacle 

pointed at accomplishing come back to normal 

state of affairs (Kapucu, 2008), that is, 

calamity recuperation exercises are identified 

with the restoration of pre-catastrophe social 

and monetary routine procurement of money 

related and different administrations to the 

casualties, and in addition repair of annihilated 

possessions (Kreps, et al., 2006). Relief 

includes the actions and steps that can be 

received to reduce the damaging impacts of 

dangers and to reduce the size of fiasco. These 

exercises can happen sometime recently, amid 

and fallout of fiasco and cover of all periods of 

catastrophe administration (Fernando, 2001). 

 

Group involvement and community-based 

organized efforts, by and large, alludes to the 

inclusion of individuals in any venture to 

unfurl their own problems in an 

understandable way or to improve their 

financial capacity and potential. They put their 

collecting efforts in the phases of laying down 

the objectives and making themselves alert 

and responsive for the formulation of plans 

and assessment of effectiveness of the 

projects. Back in 1970, the United Nations 

characterizes this investment in the shape of 

group’s collective efforts as the aggregate 

activity by the different shades of society 

representing different identities and interests 

related. Centrally, it is the process in which all 

of these individuals with their different 

identities put together their ideas in an 

integrative and interactive way so that 

different thoughts can increase the durability 

and reliability of plans and projects (Banki, 

1981; Samad, 2002). Such integrative 

approach creates a collective sense of 

ownership and every single individual feels 

himself or herself accommodated. It is noted 

that the core essence of group involvement is 

the activity of voices and decisions of the 

group and the advancement of human, 

authoritative and administration ability to take 

care of issues as they emerge so as to maintain 

the enhancements achieved in a particular 

period of duration (Sastry, 2001). Group 

support inspires individuals to cooperate 

where individuals sense a feeling of group and 

perceive the advantages of their contribution. 

In this paper group support is utilized as the 

procedure of individuals' inclusion in setting 

objectives, and get ready, executing and 

assessing arrangements and projects in each 

periods of catastrophe administration project 

in which 'voices also, decisions' of the group 

are tended to sufficiently. 

 

Methods and Materials 

 
In spite of the fact that in the course of the 

last a few decades, numerous methodologies 

have been embraced in the field of catastrophe 

administration however the idea of 

management of post disaster situation based 

on collective efforts emerged as Community 

Based Disaster Risk Management (CBDRM). 

This system is universally acknowledged by 

defenseless groups because of its individuals 

trotted approach. As of now, CBDRM is 

perceived a noticeable methodology for 

overseeing fiascos at group level (Salajegheh 

and Pirmoradi 2013). Community Based 

Disaster Risk Management (CBDRM) is an 

arranged and organized plan in which those 

collective and united social units who feel 

themselves at risk indulge themselves with full 

commitment and motivation. Various features 

of this plan are identification of characteristics 

and kinds of disaster risks, investigation of 

different dimensions and its probable reasons 

and effects, examination of the equipments 
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and techniques available for response and 

evaluation of risks of disaster and degree 

thereof in an attempt to reduce their  

procedure in which groups at danger are 

effectively occupied with the identification, 

investigation, treatment, checking and 

assessment of catastrophe dangers in request 

to reduce their incapacity and increase the 

potentials (ADPC, 2003). CBDRM is 

individuals in addition to, improvement 

arranged methodology (Salajegheh and 

Pirmoradi 2013 ). Interest of domestic group 

in dangers diminishment activities is 

fundamental, as they are the most influenced 

by catastrophes and in addition they respond 

rapidly to such circumstances (Jahangiri et al. 

2008 ; ADPC, 2003). Above all, essential 

point of CBDRM is to recognize and resolve 

nearby issues and needs by using indigenous 

information and limits of the nearby 

individuals (Krummacher 2014). It plans to 

enable the most powerless social gatherings 

and location the underlying drivers of 

individuals vulnerabilities to catastrophes by 

changing their social status, financial 

privileges and frameworks of political power 

(Shah and Kenji 2004). This community-based 

approach deals with disaster reinforces social 

structure of the groups and construct self-

regulation among people, family units, and 

groups. Moreover it guarantees group 

proprietorship, duty, and individuals loped 

activities in catastrophe administration and 

results in an extensive variety of financially 

savvy and reasonable alleviation arrangements 

(Salajegheh and Pirmoradi, 2013). 

 

Group Based calamities Risk Management 

incorporates an extensive variety of 

intercessions, activities, exercises, errands, 

tasks and projects expected to decrease 

catastrophe dangers, which are chiefly 

arranged by the nearby individuals in at-

danger zones and are premised on their 

pressing needs and limits. It has been 

perceived as a crucial apparatus all together to 

counteract calamities event, decreased the 

misfortunes from fiascos, manufacture a more 

secure environment, and guarantee 

maintainable improvement at all echelons. It is 

a multi-partner association with unmistakably 

certain parts and obligations in which group is 

the essential performer to support CBDRM 

mediations while officially recognized 

quarters and non-governmental organizations 

have strong and synergist part and government 

has the part to encourage and organize these 

endeavors (Victoria 1999 ). Note that adapting 

component and indigenous learning of nearby 

group assume a basic part in danger decrease 

exercises (Morshed and Huda 2002). Group 

support in situation before and post-

catastrophe stages ought to be dynamic and 

learning base as it guaranteed deliverance and 

maintainability of fiasco danger diminishment 

embraced at group status (Buckle 2004). 

 

Different Perspectives on Conceptual 

Understanding of Disasters 

 
In the course of the intellectual 

development, outlook changes have happened 

in the comprehension of calamities which thus 

the advancement of disaster administration 

hypothesis and practice. At first, common 

perils were seen as "Demonstrations of God" 

or "Acts of Nature" then soundness and 

science assumed control. While there was 

important understanding of the characteristic 

procedures that underlie the risk occasions, 

disastrous situations were still seen as 

irregular occasions and reacted by 

governments and help organizations without 

considering the social and financial 

ramifications and all the more so the reasons 

for these occasions. 

 

From the perspective of normal 

scientific approach, investigative and 

specialized intercessions are centered on 
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forecast of the peril. The connected science 

perspective, concentrated on the most 

proficient method to adjust the effects of the 

perils utilizing building and innovation to 

alleviate harm and misfortune. Plans and 

activities concentrated on crisis readiness, 

auxiliary furthermore, physical moderation 

measures, construction standards, and area use 

arranging. These approaches took a gander at 

catastrophes as uncommon occasions, not 

identified with the progressing social and 

formative procedures. While the possibility 

arranging approach with its readiness 

arranges, stockpiling of alleviation products, 

and developing parts of help organizations 

enhanced the productivity of crisis reaction, it 

came up short as far as suitability and 

adequacy of help. Not earlier than a couple of 

decades back, calamities were seen as erratic 

occasions and reacted by governments and 

alleviation offices without considering the 

social and monetary ramifications and reasons 

for these occasions. With important 

progression in our comprehension of the 

characteristic procedures that underlie the 

unsafe occasions, a more technocratic 

worldview appeared which trusted that the 

"best way to manage debacles was by open 

approach utilization of geophysical and 

building learning". Bit by bit this state of mind 

changed to an accentuation on readiness 

measures, for example, storage of alleviation 

products, readiness arrangements and a 

developing part for assisting organizations. 

This "possibility arranging" and "crisis 

administration" approaches positively 

enhanced the potential of alleviation offices 

yet left a great deal to be fancied as far as 

propriety and adequacy of alleviation are 

concerned. The option/dynamic point of view 

takes a gander at calamities as a vital part of 

the "ordinary" advancement of social orders, 

as uncertain issues of advancement. 

Investigation of fiasco patterns from the 1960s 

to the 1990s uncovered an exponential 

increment in human and material misfortunes 

from calamity occasions, however there was 

no unmistakable proof that the recurrence of 

great danger occasions had expanded. This 

showed the ascent in catastrophes and their 

results was identified with the ascent in the 

helplessness of individuals everywhere 

throughout the world that was identified with 

advancement related financial and political 

frameworks and forms. There were vast 

varieties in helplessness crosswise over 

districts, countries, areas, urban areas, groups, 

financial classes, primordial identities and 

even sexes. The "sociological approach" 

concentrated on how dangers are socially seen 

and imagined. From this acknowledgment that 

individuals' weakness is a key component in 

deciding the effect of fiasco, accentuation 

moved to utilizing "helplessness investigation" 

as a device in catastrophe administration. 

Lately, a more "far reaching or comprehensive 

approach", the catastrophe hazard lessening 

worldview has developed. This methodology 

has at as its procedure three unmistakable 

however between related parts i.e. risk 

evaluation, helplessness examination and 

improvement of administration limit and is 

more firmly incorporated with the continuous 

advancement forms. Fiascos are no more seen 

as great occasions made altogether by 

common powers however as uncertain issues 

of improvement. It is presently perceived that 

dangers (biological, socially originated and 

financial) unmanaged (or fumbled) for quite a 

while lead to event of calamities. There is 

developing mindfulness that debacle hazard 

lessening can't be isolated from squeezing 

worries of manageable advancement, 

neediness diminishment, social value, and 

ecological insurance. 

 

Management of disaster-hit areas by 

community rose as an option from middle of 

1980s to the middle of 1990s. In the course of 

the most recent two decades it has gotten to be 
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evident that top-down methodologies neglect 

to address the requirements of helpless groups, 

frequently disregarding nearby limits and 

assets. A top-down methodology can expand 

weakness also; undermine venture 

enhancements in personal satisfaction, security 

and versatility. Any approach towards 

management of disaster based on community-

efforts underlines the dynamic contribution of 

groups in all periods of calamity danger 

administration. The point is to diminish 

fragility and to expand the limits of powerless 

gatherings to counteract or minimize 

misfortune and harm to life, property, 

employments and the situation, and to reduce 

human enduring and rush recuperation. The 

movement towards catastrophe lessening 

likewise underlined the requirement for nearby 

and group support is calamity hazard 

administration (ADPC, 2008). 

Nature of Participation of Local Community 

in Dealing with Disasters 

 

Previously, fiasco hazard 

diminishment programs regularly neglected to 

address vulnerabilities, requirements and 

issues of the nearby individuals because of 

top-down methodology (Krummacher, 2014). 

The methodology of a top-down direction, 

domestic groups and their indigenous 

information were completely overlooked. 

However to recognize and address the 

vulnerabilities, issues also, needs of the nearby 

individuals, they should be included during the 

time spent debacle hazard administration since 

nearby populace have better information of 

domestic substances and connections than 

outside players ( Morshed and Huda, 2002 ). 

Despite the fact that external actors have 

economical assets to bolster the defenseless 

groups in any case, these groups have main 

part of aptitudes, learning, assets and limits. 

Methodology of a top-down direction, these 

resources are regularly overlooked and 

undermined by outer performing artists. To 

overcome these issues, neighborhood groups 

should be straightforwardly required in 

dangers evaluation, arranging process, 

execution, observing and assessment of 

debacle danger lessening exercises 

(Krummacher, 2014). In an attempt to achieve 

successful danger lessening results, the base 

up community based disaster management 

approach approach should be interface with 

the top-down government/national approach. 

The community based arranging process 

begins from the choice of domestically 

situated group. 

 

It concentrates on the choice of most 

minimized and powerless groups for 

mediation. In the next stage after choice the 

methodology concentrate on Rapport 

construction and comprehending the group. 

The primary motivation behind compatibility 

building is to comprehend the social rubric, 

social courses of action, group establishments 

and exceptional dissemination of the settled 

establishments. In third stage the community 

based approach centers on the danger 

appraisal at the group level. The domestic 

individuals are effectively required in the 

appraisal of various sorts of perils, position of 

helplessness, levels of limits furthermore the 

recognition and mentality about risks and 

calamities. On the premise of consequences of 

participatory fiasco hazard appraisal a 

participatory activity arrangement is set up 

with dynamic inclusion of the domestically 

situated groups and other pertinent partners. 

The nearby individuals are sorted out and the 

mediating associations attempt to assemble 

their abilities for adapting to different sorts of 

risks and fiascos. The domestic individuals are 

effectively required in the usage of different 

sorts of arrangement and in the checking and 

assessment of calamity administration 

ventures. 
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Conclusion 

 

Elective viewpoint of fiasco 

administration, of which primary rule is to 

consolidate individuals' feeling and guarantee 

group support in each phase of strategy cycle, 

rose on the setting of prevailing methodology. 

A country in global south has given 

importance to group support in post-disaster 

administration motivated by fundamental 

guideline of elective viewpoint. Yet, it is 

observed in this work that there are few 

constraints of group support. Social specialists 

could assume valuable part to improve group 

support as they have augmented systems in 

groups, they are acquainted with group assets 

and possibility of and are prepared with 

essential learning for tending to complex 

circumstance bringing about crisis both 

domestically and countrywide (Mathbor, 

2007; Yanay and Benjamin, 2005). They 

assume their part amid and post-disaster 

circumstances to work alleviation work, 

facilitate the riotous circumstance of debacle, 

and make access to assets for powerless 

populace. They likewise facilitate to 

diminishing traumatic circumstance. Along 

these lines, we require more proficient and 

prepared social laborers as the affinity of 

characteristic disaster is expanding step by 

step due to environmental transformations 

(Ariyabandu, 2003). In the motivation behind 

delivering gifted, prepared and productive 

social specialists, colleges and scholastic 

establishment need to fuse the debacle 

administration issues in their educational 

modules so that the new era of social scientists 

handle the disastrous circumstance effectively. 

Furthermore, the government needs to allot 

more subsidies in disaster administration 

division; government authorities need to 

surrender bureaucratic mentality and must be 

more individuals well disposed to make 

CBDM project a win. 
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