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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  
 

Urban areas are the base of today’s economy in most societies worldwide and act as a pole of 
attraction for population and investments. The share of urban land and the urban population 
continues to increase, exposing more assets to common urban hazards, shocks, and disturbances. 
Whether a hurricane, a heatwave, civic unrest and riots, urban pollution, or social inequality, all 
pose significant threats to the urban environment, its residents, and their livelihoods, requiring 
solutions to minimize the impact and reduce the risk. The Urban Resilience Initiative (URI) is an 
interdisciplinary and cross-sector network at the University of Central Florida (UCF) interested in 
helping to respond to these challenges caused by disasters and crises and prepare our cities to 
better cope with them.  

 

 The goal of the initiative is to create a research network that brings together academic 
researchers from social sciences, sciences, public policy, and engineering and community 
partners.  

 URI envisions resilient and sustainable communities with the capacity of anticipating and 
managing risks from an interdisciplinary perspective and the importance of cross-sector 
partnerships to build urban resilience. 

 URI engages in research, education and training, and community outreach activities to 
further its agenda and engage with stakeholders for the urban resilience building process. 
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INTRODUCTION 
The Urban Resilience Initiative (URI) is an interdisciplinary network to study resilient communities 
in metropolitan areas. The overarching goal of the initiative is to create a research network that 
brings together academic researchers from social sciences, natural sciences, engineering, and 
public policy, as well as community partners. URI will link community assets and social capital 
with critical infrastructure for enhancing resilience. URI will play an instrumental role in building 
collaborations among community partners and stakeholders (individual citizens, public, private, 
and nonprofit sector organizations). Through this, it will establish and strengthen community 
resilience in Central Florida and provide critical information, including best practices, for other 
urban communities around the world.  

URI envisions resilient and sustainable communities with the capacity to anticipate and manage 
risks: windstorm and water events such as hurricanes, tornadoes, and coastal and inland flooding, 
urban-wildland interface fires, geological hazards such as earthquakes or sinkholes, public health 
crises, civil unrest, technological incidents, and other human-made and natural hazards. Recent 
events have demonstrated the disruptive power of several of these hazards (e.g., COVID-19, 2020 
U.S. social unrest, California wildfires, and Beirut’s explosions). URI aspires to incorporate the 
resilience perspective into every stage of the emergency management cycle (i.e., 
mitigation/prevention, preparedness, response, and recovery), leading the cause of building 
urban areas where resilience takes a proactive role in disaster risk reduction. 

The initiative will conduct research, education, training and community outreach activities to 
further its agenda and involve as many stakeholders as possible, including 1) investigating the 
design, development, and practice of multilevel integrated emergency management and risk 
communication systems for urban resilience; 2) addressing cross-sector partnership networks to 
help develop adaptive governance and facilitate continuous learning for building urban 
resilience; 3) using research to provide policy and governance recommendations addressing the 
leveraged resources within the established urban resilience system; 4) providing critical 
information and policy solutions fostering resilient and sustainable communities; and 5) 
contributing to the understanding of complex urban systems via network-based models and the 
building of community resilience in response to extreme events and disasters in metropolitan 
areas.  

The objective of this white paper is to introduce the reader to URI and to define its mission, scope, 
and approach. The white paper provides a synthesis of the resilience concept and its 
multidisciplinary origin. The contested definition of urban resilience is explored and analyzed, 
highlighting our conceptual approach based on an interdisciplinary focus and the importance of 
cross-sector partnerships. We conclude this white paper with the vision URI has for tomorrow’s 
metropolitan environments and how URI’s activities and future steps help achieve more resilient 
and sustainable urban communities. 
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A GLOBAL PATH TO RESILIENCE 
The framing of the current understanding of resilience as a concept has evolved during the past 
few decades, often explored with the notion of sustainability. It is therefore needed to consider 
these two concepts together as they are closely tied and even used interchangeably in recent 
frameworks. The concept of sustainability, and later resilience, is part of a narrative that has 
reached many specific thematics and geographic contexts, including urban areas.  

Figure 1 highlights some of the critical events that have driven the discourse around the need to 
improve the environment we inhabit and make it safer, assuring we allow future generations the 
same possibilities we enjoy today. The first steps of this path trace back to the 1960’s, when there 
were a series of industrial accidents as well as many human practices that were negatively 
impacting the environment. It motivated some of the initial international discussions on the 
relationship between the human being and the natural environment (e.g., 1969 UNESCO 
conference “Man and his Environment”). During the 1970’s, following this initial wave of 
“environmentalism”, several countries passed their first environmental regulations and created 
their first environmental protection offices. The 1972 Stockholm United Nations Conference on 
the Human Environment, followed by several landmark publications about the limits of growth 
and development, signified a major milestone in the field. During this decade, several scientists 
began voicing concerns about the future of humankind due to rapid changes in the environment 
as a result of an anthropogenic intervention, including the first warnings about the possibility of 
accelerated global warming. Industrial, nuclear, and natural disasters during the 1970’s and 
1980's continued to evidence the failures of the system. In 1985, the ozone layer hole discovery 
was a shock to the scientific community. It corroborated the notion that impacts of human 
activities trespassed local scales and were becoming a global concern. The reaction of the 
international community to this discovery culminated with the 1987 Montreal Protocol, an 
agreement that phased out the production of substances that are responsible for ozone 
depletion and is considered by many as one of the greatest achievements of international 
environmentalism.  

The 1990’s were the beginning of periodic international meetings on the state of the Earth and 
the environment. The United Nations Conference on Environment and Development (UNCED), 
the “Earth Summit” held in Rio de Janeiro in 1992, initiated a series of regular global summits 
celebrated every 10 years to debate policies and actions related to the protection of the 
environment. Focusing on climate, the first United Nations Climate Change Conference, since 
then annually celebrated, took place in 1995 in Germany, which led to the negotiations that 
crystallized in the adoption of the legally binding Kyoto Protocol to reduce greenhouse emissions 
during the third annual meeting in 1997. As a consequence of these international agreements, 
sustainability was broadly accepted and successfully mainstreamed, promulgated as one of the 
key principles of development in many spheres, including urban environments. The Local Agenda 
21 (LA21), ideated during the UNCED summit in Rio, was the guiding instrument for urban  
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Figure 1. Landmark events in the discussion of sustainability and resilience.  
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sustainability plans. Although the applications of the LA21 were dissimilar in different urban 
areas, most cities began to consider an environmental dimension when discussing aspects such 
as development planning, building codes, water and energy supplies, or urban transportation. 
For instance, the United Cities and Local Governments, founded in 2004 to represent and defend 
the interests of local governments, soon became an essential organization in the recognition and 
collection of best local practices and action plans about sustainable urban development.  

With an origin in the mechanics, engineering and physics fields, resilience commenced to be 
broadly used in ecological engineering after Holling’s theoretical contributions (Holling, 1973). 
The social sciences also incorporated this concept, particularly after 1981’s Timmerman 
conceptualization of resilience as the buffering capacity that makes societies resistant to disaster 
shocks (Timmerman, 1981). However, it was not until the mid-2000’s that the term resilience 
began gaining relevance in the sustainability field and the urban environment scholarship 
(Kapucu, Hawkins, & Rivera, 2013). The rise in popularity of the term resilience is often associated 
with its positive connotation compared to other terms used when assessing the urban 
environment, such as vulnerability. Another reason for its recognition is its connection to other 
broadly used terms such as adaptation (in response to climate change impacts). Figure 2 depicts 
this steady increase in studying and understanding the term resilience as a concept by comparing 
it (measured by Google search trends) with sustainability. Resilience has become a very visible 
term in society in general and in urban governance and planning in particular, gaining traction 
during the last year (2019-2020) when the spread of COVID-19 was particularly impacting urban 
areas.  

Figure 2. Evolution of the interest in “sustainability” and “resilience” since 2005.  
Source: Google trends. 

Our initiative recognizes the potential of the resilience framework to assist cities in achieving 
sustainability development goals. Our urban resilience framework is built on two pillars: a 
multidisciplinary and interdisciplinary approach, and a cross-sector partnership focus. We will 
explore the framework and detail our current activities and future steps, which align with our 
vision of tomorrow’s urban areas.  

0
10
20
30
40
50
60
70
80
90

100

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Interest of the term "sustainability" and "resilience" (Source: Google trends)

Resilience Sustainability



8 
 

URBAN RESILIENCE 
An overarching concept 
As discussed previously, the term resilience was first coined by Holling (1973) and has since been 
expanded to address a broad range of fields and disciplines in recent years. It can provide insights 
into complex ideas surrounding sustainability and vulnerability and is increasingly being used to 
understand highly complex, dynamic social systems like urban areas. Whilst the term resilience 
has been useful for many fields of study, it has resulted in confusing and conflicting definitions, 
depending on the field of study and area of interest. An issue addressed in numerous 
publications, the definition of resilience, and as an extension to this, the definition of urban 
resilience is shrouded in controversy and continuous evaluation and debate. With keywords 
within the definition often being ambiguous and left to the discretion of the reader, a widely 
accepted definition is lacking, making it difficult to operationalize or apply it to complex and 
continuously changing urban areas. To better understand how the term has been used across 
multiple fields of research, influential definitions have been compiled and highlighted in Table 1. 

Using the understandings of resilience and urban resilience drawn from key researchers in 
numerous fields, this paper proposes a new interdisciplinary definition that addresses both 
internal and external hazards faced within an urban environment and examines the importance 
of stakeholders within the process. Designed to be adopted by a range of disciplines, the 
definition aims to be comprehensive whilst allowing for the flexibility needed to apply it to 
diverse urban settings. This definition is as follows:  

Urban resilience refers to a multidimensional dynamic process among stakeholders aiming 
to prepare and adapt the urban environment to absorb and recover from external and 
internal disturbances and reduce urban vulnerabilities.  

Urban resilience is presented as a dynamic and evolving process that helps cities to strive towards 
their goals of readiness for an effective functioning interdependent system and quick recovery. 
Within the definition, a multidimensional process refers to the social, institutional, economic, 
environmental, and infrastructure dynamics found within an urban area which impact upon how 
stakeholders (including managers in public, private, public, and nonprofit sectors, policymakers, 
and researchers) respond and prepare for stresses and strains faced in urban areas. These 
stresses and strains are unlimited in their possibilities. They can range from economic crises to 
civil unrest to environmental degradation and have a variety of impacts upon the urban area.   
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Table 1. Definitions of resilience. 

DISCIPLINE A-Z DEFINITION OF RESILIENCE AUTHOR CITATION 

Business ‘[…] enterprise resilience as the capacity for an enterprise to survive, adapt, and grow in the face of turbulent 
change.’ Fiksel (2006), p.16 812 

Ecology 

‘The persistence of relationships within a system and measure if the ability of these systems to absorb 
changes.’ Holling (1973), p.17 6094 

‘Resilience thinking address the dynamic and development of complex social-ecological systems […] to 
change, adapt and, crucially, transform in response to stresses and strains.’ 

Folke et al. (2010), 
p.20 2909 

Engineering 

‘Resilience engineering is a paradigm for safety management that focuses on how to help people cope with 
complexity under pressure to achieve success.’ 

Woods & Hollnagel 
(2006), p.6 2940 

‘[…] community seismic resilience is defined as the ability of social units (e.g., organizations, communities) to 
mitigate hazards, contain the effects of disasters when they occur, and carry out recovery activities in ways 
that minimize social disruption and mitigate the effects of future earthquakes.’ 

Bruneau et al. 
(2003), p.735 2887 

Geography 

‘Resilience is the ability of a social system [within a defined geographic space such as a neighbourhood, 
census tract, city, or county] to respond and recover from disasters.’  

Cutter et al. (2008), 
p.599 1420 

‘Resilience is conceived as a biophysical, social or social–ecological attribute, but within a specific area or 
geographic domain.’ 

Zhou et al. (2010), 
p.25 352 

Interdisciplinary Studies  

Socio-ecological systems ‘The ability of a system to respond to absorb disturbance and still retain its basic function and structure.’   Walker & Salt 
(2006), p.1 4050 

Risk management 

‘The capacity of social, economic, and environmental systems to cope with a hazardous event or trend or 
disturbance, responding or reorganizing in ways that maintain their essential function, identity, and 
structure, while also maintaining the capacity for adaptation, learning, and transformation.’ 

IPCC (2014), p.127 3605 

‘The ability to prepare and plan for, absorb, recover from, or more successfully adapt to actual or potential 
adverse events.’ NRC (2012), p.16 345 

Sustainability ‘Existence, development, and engagement of community resources by community members to thrive in an 
environment characterized by change, uncertainty, unpredictability, and surprise.’ Magis, 2010, p.402 969 

Public Administration 
‘Resilience is the capacity of a social system (e.g., an organization, city, or society) to proactively adapt to and 
recover from disturbances that are perceived within the system to fall outside the range of normal and 
expected disturbances.’ 

Comfort et al. 
(2010), p.9 448 

Public Health 

‘The ongoing and developing capacity of the community to account for its vulnerabilities and develop 
capabilities that aid in: preventing, withstanding, and mitigating the stress of an incident; recovering in a way 
that restores the community to self-sufficiency and at least the same level of health and social functioning as 
before the incident; and using knowledge from the response to strengthen the community's ability to 
withstand the next incident.’ 

Chandra et al. 
(2011), p.6 208 

Sociology ‘The ability of groups or communities to cope with external stresses and disturbances as a result of social, 
political, and environmental change.’ Adger (2000), p.347 1719 

Urban Planning ‘Urban resilience implies a physical capacity to bounce back from a significant obstacle, much like a rubber 
ball dropped on the pavement.’ 

Vale & Campenella 
(2005), p.335 915 
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INTERDISCIPLINARY APPROACH 
The multidimensionality of the resilience concept has been long described in the literature (e.g., 
Kapucu, Hawkins, & Rivera, 2013; Cutter, 2016), and several resilient measurement efforts have 
grouped the various aspects of resilience into different dimensions. For instance, one of the most 
referenced indicators for resilience measuring, the Baseline Resilience Indicators for 
Communities (BRIC), includes six capitals (social, economic, community, institutional, 
housing/infrastructure, and environmental) (Cutter et al., 2010). Framing these dimensions in an 
urban context, we can identify many resources and assets available in the urban community that 
need to be integrated when discussing urban resilience. 

The natural or environmental dimension. A comprehensive vision of urban resilience needs to 
consider its environmental component to assure sustainability (Coaffee, 2008). The coupled 
relationship between humans and nature finds one of its closest interactions in the urban 
environment. Maintaining breathable air, drinkable water, fertile soil, or healthy wildlife is a 
collective effort involving multiple urban actors and policies at different levels. Biologists, 
physical geographers, urban ecologists, geologists are just some of the key professionals whose 
voices need to be heard when building urban resilience. 

The infrastructural dimension. The built environment is an obvious component of urban areas. 
Buildings and infrastructure, including support facilities, residential housing, schools, hospitals, 
commercial and industrial buildings, transportation, bridges, roads, communication systems, 
water supply and wastewater facilities, power generation, and distribution systems, are essential 
to a functioning and sustainable urban environment (McDaniels et al., 2008). Urban resilience 
needs input from engineers, architects, spatial planners, and other professionals responsible for 
physical and technological urban infrastructure. 

The financial or economic dimension. Urban areas are the powerhouses of today’s economies. 
The debate on urban resilience requires incorporating one of the crucial aspects of any urban 
environment – its economic dynamism. It is, therefore, critical to integrate all economic assets 
and livelihoods in the community (Martin & Sunley, 2015). This includes a vision for topics as 
different as sector-specific employment needs, business size and diversity, public and private 
wealth and patrimony, the attraction of external funding and investments, circular economy, or 
even shadow or underground economy. In this sense, professionals such as economists, business 
administrators, or urban and regional planners have valuable views.  

The human and cultural dimension. Every urban area has a distinctive set of historical and 
cultural characteristics that shape the language competencies, the symbolism, and the belief 
systems of its citizens. Understanding the role of this background is relevant for urban resilience 
(Campanella, 2006). Recognizing the demographic characteristics of the population, their 
knowledge and skills, the access to basic services such as health, transportation, communication, 
or information is an essential task in the process of building urban resilience. To this end, the 
work from historians, human geographers, journalists, or demographers needs to be considered. 
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The social dimension. Urban areas are the archetype of humans as social beings. Cities are a 
remarkable place to connect with others and develop social networks and a sense of community. 
The uniqueness of urban areas is the physical proximity of individuals with different norms, 
cultures and backgrounds that form multilevel communities and complex networks. Aspects such 
as volunteerism, religious affiliation, political engagement, social justice, community 
participation are essential for urban resilience (Meerow et al., 2019) and a matter of study for 
sociologists, anthropologists, or social psychologists.  

The institutional or governance dimension. Cities are political entities with certain local 
governance autonomy and the capacity to organize their jurisdictions and coordinate with other 
horizontal or vertical government levels. Understanding and incorporating this perspective into 
building urban resilience is critical (Lang, 2010), for which the expertise of political scientists, law 
experts, or public administrators is needed.  

The level of resilience of an urban area 
is as strong as its weakest link. 
Achieving an urban community able to 
absorb and recover from external and 
internal disturbances requires 
attention to all the individual 
dimensions that collectively build a 
resilient city. For this reason, URI 
adopts an interdisciplinary approach 
and gives voice to researchers, 
practitioners, and representatives 
from all dimensions involved in the 
resilience-building process (Figure 3). 
The initiative has brought together 
over 40 UCF scholars from varied 
departments across campuses, 
including Public Administration, Legal 
Studies, Health Management and Informatics, and Communication from the UCF Downtown 
Campus; Tourism, Events, and Attractions, Hospitality Services, and Food Service & Lodging 
Management from the UCF Rosen College of Hospitality Management Campus; Civil, 
Environmental, and Construction Engineering, Electrical and Computer Engineering, Computer 
Science, and Sociology from the UCF Main Campus. URI aspires to be a meeting point, a cluster 
of clusters that acts as an umbrella entailing the collective effort of all those scholars and 
stakeholders who work on different aspects of urban resilience. Thus, the initiative maintains a 
close connection with UCF faculty clusters or research centers, such as the Resilient, Intelligent 
and Sustainable Energy Systems faculty cluster (RISES), the National Center for Integrated Coastal 
Research & the Sustainable Coastal Systems Cluster, and the Puerto Rico Research Hub.  

Figure 3. Interdisciplinary Approach to Urban Resilience  
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PARTNERSHIPS FOR URBAN RESILIENCE 
Building urban resilience goes beyond acknowledging its multidimensionality and bringing 
together an interdisciplinary team of experts. Building resilient cities is a shared responsibility 
involving the recognition of different types of knowledge beyond the formal academic 
scholarship and integrating both “bottom-up” approaches and “top-down” strategies. The 
involvement of a diverse group of stakeholders and community partners in the resilience debate 
builds trust within the community and shares and distributes the responsibility of the city’s fate. 
Public-private partnerships are a fundamental aspect of the resilience process as they are 
thought to promote trust and to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of the applied 
strategies.  The United Nations has emphasized the importance of these partnerships by 
dedicating one of the seventeen sustainable development goals (SDGs) to transform the world, 
encouraging multi-stakeholder partnerships that mobilize and share knowledge, expertise, 
technology, and financial resources (United Nations, 2015). URI has established partnerships with 
the following groups. 

 
Figure 4. Partnerships for Urban Resilience 

Academic sector. The academia and the education sector play a decisive role in bringing expert 
knowledge based on cutting-edge science to solve some of the most pressing challenges for local 
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and global communities. In addition, these institutions administer the education and training of 
the next generations of practitioners, thus extending their influence over time. It is, therefore, 
highly important to reserve a prominent space for this sector in the resilience-building process 
and promote and nurture relationships and partnerships with the administration and the private 
sector.  These partnerships can be very beneficial for all stakeholders involved in resilience 
building, as academics can obtain funding and data from private and public organizations. At the 
same time, these can directly benefit from the research performed at higher education 
institutions. On the other hand, partnering to offer internship programs for students also has 
two-way advantages. 

Nonprofit sector. Nonprofit organizations range from global non-governmental entities (e.g., 100 
Resilient Cities) to small and local neighborhood associations (e.g., Love Canal Homeowners 
Association) and have very different motivations and agendas. The importance of these 
organizations for strengthening urban resilience cannot be neglected despite its variety, and they 
need to be incorporated in urban resilience planning. Many nonprofit organizations are initiated 
by the commitment of the individual citizens to their local communities. They are eager to 
participate and take a proactive and decisive role in making the environment a better place for 
current and future generations. By recognizing their contribution and offering support, the 
government, the private sector, and academia can develop mutually beneficial partnerships. URI 
has been collaborating with the Orlando Economic Partnership from the local and NewCities 
Foundation in Montreal, Canada, and planned to engage more organizations interested in 
building resilience.   

Public sector. Meeting the objectives of urban areas to strengthen their resilience needs a full 
and functioning integration of different vertical and horizontal levels of the government. The 
federal/national government, the state, the county, and the city need to work together in the 
same direction and form partnerships with the private sector, nonprofit organizations, academia, 
and the media. In many instances, the administration cannot independently develop and 
implement an urban resilience plan, and they need to seek collaboration from other 
stakeholders. However, the government is the best suited and positioned to take the leadership 
and governance roles needed to make the integral resilience-building project succeed. URI is in 
close contact and collaboration with Christopher Castro, Director of the Office of Sustainability & 
Resilience at City of Orlando, Michael Hess, Director of Future Ready at City of Orlando, Jeff 
Benavides, Chief Sustainability and Resilience Officer at Orange County, and Michelle Cechowski, 
Emergency Preparedness Manager at the East Central Florida Regional Planning Council. 

Communication sector. The media have a very relevant position in society. They have the dual 
responsibility of properly communicating the stories of success of urban resilience initiatives, 
which improves the trust of the citizens in the actions of the administration and/or the private 
sector, and reporting bad practices or situations such as social injustice or communities at risk. 
The media therefore have the position to empower the citizens to audit the commitment of their 
cities to reduce the risk of shocks and stresses and progress towards more resilient and 
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sustainable communities, and other stakeholders must facilitate this task for the benefit of the 
community. URI members have been recently featured by Dr. Carolyn Gramling, an Earth & 
Climate Writer from Science News.  

Additional stakeholder groups that need to be considered to form partnerships include: 

Business sector. This group encompasses all for-profit entities regardless its size and position in 
the economic activity of the city - small and medium-sized enterprises, big corporations, local 
investors, developers, and so on.  The “backbone” role of the private sector in the resilience 
process has been recently highlighted in the literature (e.g., Richey et al. (2009)). The overall 
success of the city and its businesses during internal or external shocks is highly related and 
interdependent. Most often, a functioning urban area with the capacity to endure stresses and 
rapidly recover from shocks is also a place where the local businesses show high internal and 
external resilience. 

Conversely, a weak and inflexible private sector often results in a more vulnerable city and longer 
recovery processes when affected by a shock. The literature also stresses the roles that the 
private sector can have before, during, and after crises as part of emergency management and 
risk reduction strategies, as many businesses have the capacity to perform vital tasks, such as 
warning issuance, food distribution, transportation, construction, and many other services. 
Promoting symbiotic partnerships must, therefore, be both a means and an outcome of the 
resilience-building process.  

Community members. Having the city residents at the center of the discussion table and with a 
proactive role is very important for successful resilient cities. Partnering with the community 
does not just entail outreach but a true involvement in the discussion process. The members of 
the community must be representative of the full diversity of the population, with a particular 
focus on minorities, people with disabilities, disenfranchised, elderly, or other potential 
subpopulations that can be more severely impacted by shocks and stresses.  

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
  

https://www.sciencenews.org/article/climate-change-migrants-destination-cities-data-orlando?fbclid=IwAR07lTg3faspnTTntNBX2IpV-ucet_0AcK7Bqg9Ov1vo9FZOyILct73d2GM
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CURRENT ACTIVITIES AND FUTURE STEPS 
URI’s goal is to foster the creation of coalitions and collaborations among community partners 
and stakeholders to build resilience in urban areas. As noted earlier, the initiative follows two 
principles - interdisciplinary work and a partnership focus. With this mission, URI is set to 
continue working in the coming years in different avenues.   

Research  

URI members were recently awarded an NSF Smart and Connected Community research project 
to leverage existing community partnerships and resources and evaluate the state-of-the-art 
Information Technology (IT) applications aided by artificial intelligence (AI) in enhancing Central 
Florida’s community resilience management. The project builds on the expertise of an 
interdisciplinary team with synergistic contributions of social sciences, natural sciences, and 
engineering and the partnership with the local and regional government in Central Florida. 
Responding to recent events, URI has initiated dialogues with academic and community partners 
to begin research projects and apply for competitive funding on high-impact challenges currently 
confronting urban areas across the world, such as the impacts of COVID-19 and the global health 
crises in the touristic sector and the management of large influxes of environmental migrants.  

Outreach and Events 

URI is working on expanding its national and international connections to seek potential 
collaborations and increase its sphere of influence. In the last months, URI has held meetings 
with representatives from institutions such as the Erasmus University Rotterdam from the 
Netherlands. URI has also recently begun a series of guest lectures with key speakers on 
resilience, with the inaugural talk offered by Dr. Michael Lindell from the University of 
Washington. In following semesters, URI intends to continue this series inviting leading scholars 
in the field. To maximize the outreach of the initiative and communicate URI activities and 
accomplishments, a Twitter profile (@UCFResilience) was created. 

Training and Education 

Another major aspect of URI’s agenda is training the next generation of scholars and practitioners 
in urban resilience. Drs. Y. ‘Gurt’ Ge and Yago Martín launched a new graduate web course, Urban 
Resilience, in Spring 2020 (also currently offered in Fall 2020), which surveys the scholarship of 
urban resilience from an interdisciplinary perspective. The course includes topics on urban 
resilience and resilient communities, urban vulnerability, disaster resilience, resilience policy and 
practice, adaptive urban resilience to climate change, urban resilience assessment,  
infrastructure interdependency and security, disaster recovery and housing recovery, and 
interdisciplinary research in urban resilience. An Urban Resilience graduate certificate program 
is being planned and under development. 

https://www.nsf.gov/awardsearch/showAward?AWD_ID=1952792&HistoricalAwards=false
https://twitter.com/UCFResilience
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