


1. Little science/experiences in the area of Build 

Back Better

2. Need common terminology /understanding on 

definitions related with Build Back Better

3. Different interpretation/contexts of Build Back 

Better (different area, countries, perspectives, 

society)

4. Not prepare/recognize to see disaster recovery as 

opportunity 

WG 4 Problem Statements



1. Science community must develop tools to ensure effective 

ways for recovery, rehabilitation and reconstruction

2. A science-policy dialogue is urgently needed to clearly define 

or clarify the goal of recovery, rehabilitation and reconstruction

3. Facilitate and empower local stakeholders to develop 

community resilience in partnership of science community 

4. Specifically emphasis that Build Back Better is not merely 

about building/physical constructions, but also about 

social/human aspect.

5. Support for more research / scientific efforts

WG 4: Future Direction



1. Encourage to use UN terminology and enhance/improve 

understanding on definitions related with Build Back Better

2. Develop measures to achieve progresses towards building 

disaster resilient communities and rebuilding health and well-

being lives and livelihood, based on scientific evidence 

3. Enhance capacities of research communities to support decision 

makers achieve disaster resilience 

4. Communities and countries should be encouraged to develop 

long-term resilience plans (that include recovery plan /land use 

plan), with stronger and accessible science and technology 

5. Involve all sectors and society in the process of developing 

resilience vision

6. With support from international organization including UN 

agencies, to synthesize outputs from science communities  for 

disaster risk reduction efforts at all level

WG1-7: Imperative Actions



1. Accepting the different context of build back better 

in different countries.  

2. All countries should establish its science support 

for developing resilience approach/culture based 

of evidence and local experience and knowledge, 

with stronger role of National Platform/ Multi-

stakeholder engagement or other relevant 

mechanisms.

3. Lead role on knowledge sharing including with 

national platform from other countries to enhance 

evidence-based policy and practice 

WG4: Key Contributions to National Platforms



1. Holistic, human-centered and Integrated approach 

2. Not only framework but also promising procedure for 

communities BBB

3. Clarify the targeted/expected readers, such as decision-

makers/ practitioners 

4. Engage role of international agencies to coordinate with every 

areas and countries’ national platform dealing with disaster 

management

5. Synthesize the past disasters’ recovery cases including 

“rebuilding lives”,  "rebuilding livelihoods", "rebuilding 

economy" and "rebuilding regional communities"; 

6. Synthesis of evidence is vital, not only by printed materials but 

also in using developing technology such as 

Cochrane/Campbell,/Evidence Aid provide a “What Works” 

type of resource for use globally

WG 4: Points Underscored in Synthesis Report



We need to promote "Build Back Better" in recovery, 

rehabilitation and reconstruction. Towards the primary goal, 

"building disaster-resilient cities and communities with long 

term vision", we should take actions for sharing common 

paradigms including “rebuilding lives”,  "rebuilding livelihoods", 

"rebuilding economy" and "rebuilding regional communities"; 

developing indicators and guidelines based on scientific 

evidence; and making plans for disaster recovery, 

rehabilitation and reconstruction processes. We need to 

support the development of legislation and procedures, based 

on enhanced scientific evidence, prior to disasters and based 

on scientific scenarios for possible disaster damage.

We urge to actively invest in research with long vision and in 

particularly involving the future generation.  

WG 4: Tokyo Statement Revised



Thank you to all Panelists, Discussants and Participants


