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The Neglected Phase

Much still needs to be done in the recovery phase of emergency management.  The field of emergency management still is emerging as a formal discipline of study.  The availability of research, literature, and monetary allotment is inadequate.  Many questions on accountability and resources remain unanswered.  There are serious differences on the basics of recovery and how they are to be applied.  Claire Rubin, in researching the phase, stated that the state of recovery remains the same today as it did when she first started her account on the current state of community recovery in 1985.
Defining Recovery

In defining the recovery process, the question arises as to when the recovery phase begins.  It could be when the first responders have returned to their headquarters, debris is cleared or at the point when businesses are back to their normal operations.  When looking into this phase, one questions who would be in charge of returning the community to “normal operations.  When studying the available resources, there is no grounded, unified approach to recovery.  Communities as well as states do not communicate well with each other which is a serious deterrent to forming a unified standard.  Another major deterrent is the fact that each community is a unique entity with many variables.

Current Issues

Currently, most colleges and universities treat the phase of recovery within the curriculum of other emergency management courses when it should be holistic.  Although the social science field is making progress in the area, other subjects are lacking in educating students in this area.  Problems remain as to how to fund recovery as well as the inability of government to make legislation and form documents or frameworks.  Although the National Response Framework is available, the specifics on recovery are not there.  A serious issue remains as to how to fund long term recovery.  FEMA and other associated government agencies are more prescriptive.
Communities

Communities should be focused on pre-event policies.  Funding needs to be made available for training, technology, and mitigation activities.  Personnel need to possess knowledge, leadership, and the ability to act.  Each community knows its strengths and should take responsibility for its actions.
Solutions

The United States tends to remain in isolation when it comes to the field of emergency management.  It could likely benefit the country to research other countries on their plans and research.  An effective impact analysis should take place along with an interagency
coordination with local, state, and federal agencies.  Each community needs to compile a list of available resources to determine its recovery capabilities.  No single person should be responsible for this information.  A community should have a focus group comprised of representatives from all fields that have a stake in community recovery.
 FEMA was never intended to be a long term assistance agency.  Local community planning needs to provide solutions for their own recovery.  Definition needs to be determined as to when government assistance ends and self-reliance begins.
