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Item 2

Panel: How far can the World Conference on Disaster Reduction go in advancing the implementation of disaster risk reduction?

We are in the final leg leading up to WCDR. The 2nd session of the Preparatory Committee will be the opportunity for Governments to address the final substantive and organizational issues Most importantly, it will be the time to address the main outcome of the conference: programme of action for the next 10 years, seeking to:

· substantially reduce disaster losses, in lives and in social, economic and environmental assets of communities and countries

·  integrate disaster risk considerations into sustainable development policies and into the development planning and programmes of national and local government

· develop stronger institutions, mechanisms and community capacities that can systematically build the resilience to natural hazards and disasters.

On the preparations for WCDR

The current draft outcome document addresses objectives, priorities and targeted actions in the areas of disaster risk reduction. It also considers implementation, monitoring and evaluation of those actions. States, regional organizations, international organizations, UN, civil society, the Inter-agency Task Force on Disaster Reduction and the ISDR Secretariat, all have key roles to play in developing globally integrated approaches to building disaster-resilient nations and communities. This session of the Task Force is an opportunity to ensure, as a group, that the Kobe conference will produce effective results, making the world a safer place.

Context

The recent devastating hurricanes in the Caribbean show us two things: 

-that extreme weather-events continue to devastate lives and livelihoods, especially in combination with a degraded environment and poorly organized and vulnerable population, 

-but a prepared, organized and aware community can save lives and reduce the loss of livelihoods through good preparedness, early warning and knowledge.

Wherever the recent hurricanes caused a major disaster, the combination of a degraded environment, unplanned urban growth and a poorly organized and vulnerable population is to blame.  

The locust plague in Northern and Western Africa could also have been avoided, if the early warnings transmitted by FAO, WMO and others had been acted upon.

We know what to do – but what does it take to really get it done?

Many countries are well organised, with legislation, early warning system, prepared populations - millions of people were safely evacuated saving many lives last month. A wealth of methods and systems that work are ready and waiting for implementation. The challenge is to get better organised and make it happen, to target the high-risk situations and dangerous issues where the payoff will be greatest.

Reducing risk- a humanitarian issue at all?

Of course risk to natural and related hazards are addressed through development. Risk is also generated by bad development. To build a safer society is therefore foremost an issue for development efforts- infrastructure, environmental management, education, health…

Nevertheless, risk reduction is foremost motivated by the humanitarian needs to respond to a disaster, to save lives and alleviate suffering. We are the first defenders of prevention, to avoid loosing lives in the first place. …

We need to have a risk reduction approach already part of our humanitarian efforts to alleviate suffering, to support effective response and relief operations- through preparedness and proactive participation in risk and vulnerability assessments and early warning efforts. We are working towards that….

So, risk reduction is both a development AND a humanitarian responsability.

Empower communities

We need to focus more on the local level needs and strengths – and to improve our capacities at international scale to support local, provincial and national efforts to reduce risk, to build resilience and coping strategies.

If we can empower communities and leaders at local and national levels and enable them with the means to take more action, then the Conference will serve to move an important step forward. 

Accountability

We also need to monitor and account for what we are doing to reduce risk and manege disaster better, which should be linked to good donorship- both from the humanitarian and development community.  In addition to Germany, that I mentioned last IATF, I just learnt that Norway is spending 15% of their humanitarian budget for natural disasters on prevention and preparedness, supporting research and early warning efforts. We shall not continue our business as usual.  A real change is needed in our action, to implement what needs to be done.

The programme of action and the sharing of good practice at the World Conference needs to build a strong ownership for implementation from various sectors- and for us to support implementation.

At the UN we already are looking into how we better can use our existing resources as a UN system to assist vulnerable countries in all aspects of disaster risk management. We have commissioned (OCHA, UNDP and ISDR secretariat) a study to facilitate the internal review on our current strengths and weaknesses, a PAPER ON THE CHALLENGES OF DISASTER RISK MANAGEMENT AND THE UN SYSTEM’S VALUE AND RELEVANCE is under preparation thorugh a consultation with UN agencies. The IATF were briefed this morning by the consultant, Randolph Kent.

Beyond that, it is in our interest, our obligation, to take the action that is badly needed.  Dealing with risk and disasters now will save lives, livelihoods and money in the long run. It is one of the best investments we can make 

Panel: 

Now I want to invite my panel fellows to give an overview of the thematic issues that will be discussed in Kobe to support the implementation of the priorities that Governments and other stakeholders will adopt. Each panelist come from one of the lead-agencies of each cluster will introduce briefly the “burning issues”.

James Rawley, UNDP, co-chair for the IATF-10, Deputy Director of UNDP's Bureau for Crisis Prevention and Recovery (BCPR), heading up its Geneva office. Cluster 1: Governance:  institutional and policy frameworks for risk reduction (lead-agencies: UNDP, UN-Habitat, ProVention Consortium, UNV)
Jean-Pierre Nordvik, EC/JRC, sector head and action leader of Integrated Risk, comparability assessment and management (COMPASS), European Commissions Joint research center.

 Cluster 2: Risk identification, assessment, monitoring and early warning. 

 (lead-agencies: WMO, UNU, EC/JRC)

Badaoui Rhouban, UNESCO, Chief of the section for disaster reduction, division of basic and engineering sciences. 

Cluster 3: Knowledge management and education:  building a culture of resilient communities  (lead-agencies UNESCO, UNICEF, IFRC)

Dr. David Nabarro, WHO, Representative of the WHO Director-General for Health Action in Crises.

Cluster 4. Reducing the underlying risk factors.  (UNEP, WHO, UNCRD)

Norah Niland, OCHA, chief of the Policy Development Section, Geneva.  Cluster 5. Preparedness for effective response  (OCHA, WFP)

Atu Kaloumaira, SOPAC, Risk reduction programme manager of the South Pacific Applied Geoscience  Commission, Fiji  

Regional scope- purpose and scope of regional sessions at WCDR 

(ADPC, ADRC, AU, OAS/PAHO, EC, CoE)
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