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The ISDR Asia Partnership (IAP) Meeting was convened to address progress, shortcomings and
potential improvements of the Hyogo Framework for Action as part of the Mid-Term Review
coordinated by the United Nations International Strategy for Disaster Reduction. The meeting,
which took place at Amari Watergate Hotel in Bangkok on 24 March 2010, saw the presence of
representatives from multiple national ministries, inter-governmental organizations, donor agencies,
and other non-governmental organizations.
Overall the meeting sought new perspectives and insights through smaller group discussions with
specific thematic focuses: participants were in fact divided into three groups and different sets of
questions were assigned to them. The following is a summary of discussions of the three groups.

Summary of the Workshop Discussions

Group 1 → Question 1: In your experience has the HFA been instrumental over the past five years in
reducing disaster losses in communities and countries in country X/region Y? Question 1.1: What are the
three most important achievements that contributed to reducing losses through the HFA implementation
in country X/region Y? Question 1.2: What are the three most important elements that prevented the HFA
from achieving its intended outcome i.e. the reduction of disaster losses? Question 2: How has the HFA
informed decision making or priority setting in country X/region Y? Question 3: What elements of the
HFA have worked less well in reducing disaster risk in country X/region Y? Question 3.1: What were the
three most critical factors that prevented effectiveness in those areas? Question 3.2: What are the
specific constraints to start or increase investments in disaster risk reduction in country X/region Y?

Participants agreed that the HFA had been instrumental in raising DRR awareness, and stressed
that it triggered capacity building at the community level and therefore reduced disaster
vulnerabilities in several countries. In addition, they also reported that the development of multihazard early warning systems had contributed to the reduction of damages and losses, and
highlighted that the HFA had informed - through specific campaigns, national platforms, and
monitoring processes - governments’ decision making and priority setting mechanisms. On the
negative side, some reiterated that disaster management approaches still tended to prevail over
disaster risk reduction strategies; moreover, others stressed the necessity to move away from
separate DRR programmes towards a more integrated and comprehensive approach to risk
sensitive development. In this context, participants identified the development of national platforms
as an important mechanism to favour HFA implementation and the integration of DRR practices.
Overall, the discussion highlighted that progress in HFA implementation was visible at the national
level, but not so much at the local level. It was stressed that the strategies, policies and laws
developed in the former context often did not impact on the latter, as sensitive communities still
displayed multiple implementation gaps. As such, some pointed out that the inability to accurately
measure the impact and effectiveness of the HFA in promoting DRR affected cost-benefit analysis,
and therefore advocated for increased research on the topic. On another note, some comments
reiterated the need to streamline DRR into socio-economic development, in order to favor
resources allocation for the implementation of the HFA. Participants in fact indentified general lack
of resources as a major barrier militating against the success of the HFA, and therefore advocated
for the integration of DRR into the national planning and budgetary processes. In this context, it
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was stressed that DRR had to be considered as investment and not as expenditure. At last, some
emphasized the importance of improving information-sharing mechanisms in order to improve the
technical capacities of different countries, and highlighted that international organizations had to
play a pivotal role in such process.

Group 2 → Question 4: In your experience, does the HFA sufficiently encourage community participation
and the utilization of local knowledge to reduce disaster risk? I.e. in country X/region Y, have communities
and local authorities been empowered and is local knowledge and community action being useful/tapped
into to manage and reduce disaster risk? If so, how? If not, why not? Question 5: In your experience is
there in country X/region Y a culture of safety and resilience at the level of the general public? Do people
in country X/region Y seek information about land safety, building structures, etc. prior to building or
purchasing properties? Do they expect politicians to have national and local disaster risk reduction plans
in place? Do they acquire, or are required by law to acquire, insurance for their properties, crops and
livelihoods if they live in disaster prone areas? Are they fully informed, trained if necessary, and equipped
about what needs to be done in case of a disaster? Question 6: How can implementation of HFA Priority
Action 4, reducing the underlying risk factors, be strengthened?

Participants started the discussion by highlighting that the HFA had strongly encouraged the use of
indigenous knowledge and practices to reduce disaster risk. In particular, they reiterated that multistakeholders platforms allowed for local knowledge to be shared and put to use; nevertheless,
some stressed that it was necessary to increase the presence of focal points within communities
so to increase participation at the local level. On another note, participants agreed that different
geographical locations displayed different cultures of safety, yet as a whole stressed the
importance of ensuring that the “lessons from the past” were not forgotten. As such, they reiterated
the importance of promoting initiatives such as remembrance days for catastrophic events. Indeed,
some stated that well too often awareness and a culture of safety was promoted too late, merely in
response to disasters rather than a-priori as part of an efficient DRR strategy.
Furthermore, some comments highlighted that in order to strengthen the implementation of HFA
Priority Action 4 (reducing the underlying risk factors) it was necessary to promote cost-benefit
analysis to address more appropriately long-term risk factors. Similarly, others stressed the need
for greater research on best practices and technologies so to support policy-makers with better
information. At last, the group reiterated the need to create platforms to encourage collaboration
between governments and civil societies, and overall to promote clear methodological guidance at
the international level.

Group 3 → Question 7: What are the three most important things now that country X/region Y would
benefit from, from the international community, in furthering the implementation of the HFA at the national
and local level? Question 7.1: What adjustments, if any, would be helpful in the international structures of
disaster risk reduction to help accelerate the implementation of the HFA? Question 7.2: What kind of
financial instruments, as well as monitoring mechanisms, would be helpful in support of DRR action at the
national, local and community level?

Again, participants reported that different regions and countries were at various stages of
development with respect to DRR arrangements. They recommended for example to continue
raising DRR awareness to promote the effective use of available resources. Moreover, national
platforms were identified as important mechanisms supporting HFA implementation and
collaboration between countries and the wider international community; nevertheless, it was
stressed that newly established platforms required enhanced assistance to fulfil such functions. On
another note, some stated that funding was required at the national level in order to ensure the
long-term sustainability of DRR interventions, move away from separate DRR programmes
towards a more integrated approach to risk sensitive development, and also develop tools and
technologies. Participants also stressed to promote community level implementation it was
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necessary to support the mapping of local dimensions of risks, establish effective two-way
communication channels between the local and national level, build the capacity of local authorities,
communities and civil societies, and strengthen participatory planning approaches.
Moreover, some reiterated that the UN had played an important role in helping to overcome
existing bottlenecks in HFA implementation, but also highlighted that it needed to advocate more
strongly for an integrated approach to policies and programmes related to DRR, MDG and CCA, as
this would enable pooling of resources at the country level. In conclusion, the group identified a
number of useful tools and instruments which needed to be further promoted to increase
investments in DRR. These included the integration of DRR into national planning and budgetary
processes, the pursuit of a ‘no regrets’ approach limiting the disaster risk of key development
investments rather than promoting separate DRR initiatives/programmes, as well as the conduct of
disaster impact assessments for all donor-supported and government-supported development
programmes.

3

Participants:
A. H. M. Abdullah
Atiq Kainan Ahmed
Colin Angelo
Madhavi Ariyabandu
Soe Aung
Nwet Yin Aye
Kai Kim Chiang
Jennifer Clancy
Pg. Hj Sabil Pg Damit
Ananda Dharmarathna
Craig Duncan
Priscilla P. Duque
Cong Feijun
Warren Ferdinandus
Patrick Fox
Rajan Gengaje
Manu Gupta
Jan Aqa Haidari
Mr. Jorgen Haldorsen
Kyung-Ho Han
Vishaka Hidellage
Bui Quang Huy
Abdul Rahim Ismail
Takako Izumi
Sanny Jegillos
Mihir Joshi
Wakana Kanikawa
Niamatullah Khan
Yong-Kyun Kim
Kakashima Kiyoshi
Karin Klotzbuecher
Miki Kodama
Takeshi Komino
Atsushi Koresawa
Vincent Jing-Yen Liu
Zulqarnian Majeed
Girma Makonnen
Arun K Mallik
Yuki Matsuoka
Jutta May
Sujit Mohanty
Abdurahim Muhidov
Nasikarn Nitiprapathananun
Olav Ofstad
Ogu Salim Omar

Director, Ministry of Food and Disaster Management
Bangladesh
Regional Specialist, Plan ARO
DRR WG, Action AID Myanmar
Regional Programme Officer, UNISDR/ROAP
Director General, Relief and Resettlement Department,
Myanmar
Staff Officer, Relief and Resettlement Department,
Myanmar
Research Analyst,SEI
Disaster Risk Reduction Policy Officer, AusAID
Special Duties Officer NDMC, Ministry of Home Affairs
Brunei Darussalam
Deputy Director, DMC, Sri Lanka
Senior Coordinator, UNISDR/GVA
Deputy Administrator, NDCC, Philippines
Deputy Director, Ministry of Civil Affairs, People's
Republic of China
Regional Director External Relation, World Vision Asia
Pacific Regional Office
Head of Disaster Management Unit, IFRC
Regional Disaster Response Adviser, UNOCHA
Director, ADRRN
Foreign Relations Manager, ANDMA, Afghanistan
Plan ARO
NEMA, Korea
Coordinator, Duryog Nivaran
Deputy Director, Disaster Management Center, Vietnam
Special Duty Officer, NDMC, Ministry of Home Affairs,
Brunei Darussalam
Head DRR, MERCY Malaysia
Senior Regional Coordinator, UNDP RCB
ADRRN Coordinator, ADRRN
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Japan
Senior Member, NDMA, Pakistan
AMCDRR Team leader, NEMA, Korea
Deputy Director , Cabinet Office, Japan
Head of Regional Programme Services, ILO
Programme Officer, ADRC
Head Emergencies, CWS
Executive Director, ADRC
Program Director, APEC Secretariat
Monitoring & Evaluation, UNISDR/ROAP
Disaster Risk Management Officer, WFP
Technical Officer, WHO
Regional Programme Officer, UNISDR/ROAP
Programme Officer, SOPAC
Programme Officer HFA Monitoring, UNISDR/GVA
Programme Officer UNISDR/CA
Team Assistant, UNISDR/ROAP
IDLR Coordinator, IFRC
Under Secretary, Disaster Management Division,
Malaysia

4

Yuichi Ono
Abhilash Panda
Dugkeun Park
Yeon Soo Park
Cecile Pichon
Angelika Planitz
Prahlad Pokhrel
Mahesh Pradhan
Satya Priya
Goulsara Pulatova
Roopa Rakshit
Nicholas Ramos
Shirish Ravan
Obanayak Ravi
Loy Rego
Marqueza Reyes
Letizia Rossano
Mariko Sato
Altanchimeg Shaazan
Abdulla Shahid
Siddharth Shankar
Rajesh Sharma
Adthaporn Singhawichai
Khun Sokha
Surachai Srisaard
Sanjaya Srivastva
A R Subbiah
Michelle Sullivan
Kiyoka Takeuchi
Serafin Taliyson
Kamolwan Thaninkitiwong
Edmore Tondhlana
Thearat Touch
Etsuko Tsunozaki
Jerry Velasquez
David Verboom
Erie Vitria
Sarah Wade-Hutman
Namgay Wangchuk
Zhang Xiaoning

Chief, ESCAP
Regional Programme Officer, UNISDR/ROAP
Senior Analyst, NEMA, Korea
Administrator, NEMA, Korea
Disaster Risk Reduction Coordinator, EC
Regional Programme Officer, UNISDR/ROAP
Under Secretary, Ministry of Home Affairs, Nepal
Director a.i., UNEP
Team Leader, UNEP
Coordinator Central Asia, UNISDR/CA
Knowledge Management Officer, UNEP
Communications Specialist, UNISDR/ROAP
Programme Officer, UNSPIDER UNOOSA
Joint Secretary, Ministry of Home Affairs, India
Deputy Director, ADPC
UNISDR-ASEAN Technical Adviser, ASEAN Secretariat
HFA Mid Term Review, UNISDR/GVA
Chief, HABITAT
Head of Foreign Relations Division, NEMA, Mongolia
State Minister & Chief Coordinator, National Disaster
Management Center, Maldives
Content Management, UNISDR/ROAP
Programme Office, UNDP RCB
Director, DDPM, Thailand
Director, NCDM, Cambodia
Admin Assistant, UNISDR/ROAP
Advisor, ESCAP
Director, ADPC
First Secretary for Regional Programs, AusAID
Representative, JICA Thailand
KM Consultant, UNISDR/ROAP
Team Assistant, UNISDR/ROAP
Humanitarian Affairs Officer, UNOCHA
Disaster Risk Reduction Assistant, EC
Senior Advisor, SEEDS Asia
Senior Regional Coordinator ,UNISDR/ROAP
Head of Regional SupportOffice, EC
Programme Officer, ASEAN Secretariat
Managing Editor PreventionWeb, UNISDR/GVA
Director, Ministry of Home & Cultural Affairs, Bhutan
Director, Department of Disaster Relief, People's
Republic of China

5

