[image: image1.jpg]Global Platform for Disaster Risk Reduction
Second Session, Geneva, Switzerland
16 - 19 June 2009




Received by ISDR Drafting Secretariat (name:)









 (date/time:)
REPORT ON INDIVIDUAL EVENT
	Date of event:
	18 June
	Your name:
	Daniel Kull


	Event type (tick the box): 
	Event name (write the name below):

	
	Pre-session
	

	
	High-level panel
	

	
	Round Table
	Community Safety and Resilience (SE26)

	
	Informal Plenary 
	

	X
	Special Event
	

	
	Other
	


	Number of participants -
(Please count or estimate this, as not all will be recorded in the list.)
	Total: 35


__________________________________________________________________________________

1) Key questions or issues raised, main challenges or constraints identified (say, max 5): 
If possible, record who raised these.
· DRR practitioners need to stop avoiding the issue of conflict as community cohesion is integral to properly manage risk. Conflict is everywhere (as intra-community tension), not just in very visible war situations. 
· Good governance is needed at all levels: not just national government, but by all stakeholders. We must recognize that without this commitment to share transparent decision-making by all actors at all levels, vulnerable commuities cannot be empowered.
· DRR practitioners tend to shy away from politics, but we must engage more as without political commitment community empowerment and resilience-building cannot occur.
· It is a primary responsibility of local authorities to engage and empower vulnerable communities and ensure their inclusion in political processes, and that their voices are heard in provincial and national political decision-making.
2) Principal proposed solutions, messages or recommendations:

If possible, record who offered these.
· Social mobilisation is needed to leverage community resources for DRR, focusing on community cohesion, ownership of challenges and solutions, and particularly engaging youth as agents for change.
· An entry point to catalyse communities is participatory vulnerability and capacity assessment.
· Conflict analysis needs to be included from the beginning, for instance in vulnerability and capacity assessments.
· Local partners must be included from the beginnning, for instance in vulnerability and capacity assessments, so they understand the needs, resources and their roles in collaboration.
· Local partnerships need also to include national and international partners to leverage resources and political support at all levels.
· There are on-going community processes separate from DRR, for instance technological development, equality/justice and values, that should be leveraged for DRR.  Existing values need to be leveraged rather than depending on new inputs.
3) Conclusions by the Chair of the event:

· Social/citizen political demand must be raised to bring about change in the political sphere. The often disconnected civil society special interests must work together to motivate and gain political weight, forcing accountability and equal partnerships with all.

· We must move out of our “silos of practice” as the DRR and resilience issue is one of political obligation to ensure the well-being of people.
· DRR practitioners should focus on catalysing communities where the motivation/structures are lacking, rather than inputting and leading.
· We must promote well-being rather than focusing on “what’s missing.”

4) Your additional thoughts on the event:
(E.g. on tone and success of event, unresolved issues, commitments made by participants, etc.)
At events like the Global Platform everyone always talks about partnerships among stakeholders.  Such events should serve as key forums to catalyse these partnerships.  However, observing this Global Platform, the governments attend government events and talk to government colleagues, while civil society attend civil society events and talk to civil society colleagues.  Event organisers must find better ways to force mingling and integration of the different stakeholders.
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