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Summary

Members of the group felt that regional networks provided added value in a number of positive ways. They enabled exchange of information to take place, especially in areas which were mutually common. This prevented duplication or ‘re-inventing the wheel’. Issues which emerged could be easily shared as well as experience in updating already formulated knowledge.

The role of such a system was considered best served by combining best practice across Europe. It was seen very much as an opportunity for learning and exchanging with others, but also to support practically other countries in the region, if and when they needed it. It was also a practical way to support hazards which are common across borders.

The opportunity to learn from one another was the main advantage perceived whether from National or Global Platform.

The Implementation of the HFA/Role of National Platforms and HFA focal point achievements in implementing the HFA:

Summary

The group was made up of countries in different stages of implementing National Platforms and HFA focal points. Therefore the responses to this question varied greatly  At a national level members of the group had implemented  HFA for a variety of reasons, some as a result of Hyogo/Kobe, others had adapted from civil protection protocols which were already in place.

At regional levels only France had well developed relationships with other National Platforms and had done some work with the EC, especially regarding the operational aspects of the MIC.

Internationally most countries had dealings with other countries, mostly these were outside Europe, and involved training or assistance for disaster reduction.

Reporting on progress of implementation of Hyogo was seen as a mixed blessing. Whilst it was acknowledged that if it is done it provides lessons learned for other s to share. However the reasons it is often not done mainly came down to the resources and time available. For countries whose first language was not English/French there were further resource issues about translation and the framework which was used, which often did little to encourage completion.

