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Global Forum on Science and Technology for Disaster Resilience 2017 

Date: 23rd - 25th, November 2017 

Venue: Science Council of Japan and National Art Center, Tokyo, JAPAN 

 

Short Report:  

Working Discussion 3 on Priority Action 3 (Revised) 

 

1. Date and venue: 9:00-10:20, Saturday, 25th Nov. Room 6A 

 

2. Co-Chairs: 

Prof. Jakob Rhyner, Vice Rector in Europe / United Nations University 

Dr. Kawasaki Akiyuki, Associate Professor / The University of Tokyo 

 

3. Participants: 

Prof. Mohsen Ghafory-Ashtiany, Professor of Earthquake and Risk Management / Associate 

Member of Academy of Science of Iran, and International Institute of Earthquake 

Engineering and Seismology 

Dr. Frank Thomlla, SEI Associate / Stockholm Environment Institute (SEI) 

Ms. Jo-Ting Huang-Lachmann, Researcher / Faculty of Business and Economics, Technische 

Universitat Dresden 

Prof. Wadid Fawzy Erian Rezk Mansour, Senior Advisor, Sustainable Development / The 

League of Arab States 

Prof. Hirokazu Tatano, Secretary-General / Disaster Prevention Research Institute (DPRI), 

Kyoto University / Global Alliance of Disaster Research Institutes (GADRI) 

, Research Director / Center for International Climate Research Oslo (CICERO) 

Dr. Jonas Joerin 

Dr. Chandra Bahadur Shrestha, Executive Member / National Reconstruction Authority, 

Nepal 

Prof. Teruhiko Yoda, Emeritus Professor / Waseda University 

Prof. Walter Jacob Ammann, President / Global Risk Forum GRF Davos 

Prof. Kimio Takeya, Distinguished Technical Advisor to the President / JICA, Japan 

International Cooperation Agency 
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Dr. Mario Hemandez, Data Task Force Co-Chair / Future Earth Engagement Committee 

member. 

 

4. Rapporteurs: 

Akira Kodaka, Researcher / Graduate School of System Design and Management, Keio 

University 

Liu Chang, Graduate Student / Department of Civil Engineering, The University of Tokyo 

 

5. Summary of discussion:  

For the Problem Statements 

 Dr. Jana Sillmann: For the 3rd point, I think that resilience is better to be added, the 

investment should be towards resilience and reduction of risks. 

 Dr. Jana Sillmann: For the 4th bullet point, I think we are still in a situation lack of 

coordination or cooperation between researches. We need to keep that as a separate point. 

 

For the Future Direction 

 Dr. Chandra Bahadur Shrestha: There is no mention about the mechanism to ensure the 

allocation of the fund for DRR. Why not set the DRR to take a certain part of the GDP? 

Prof. Walter Jacob Ammann: That’s important but the country tends to incooperative, the 

situation is that DRR takes about one tens of the fund as they put into recovery. 

 Dr. Frank Thomlla: There is no coherence about science and road map. We need 

implementation in a science-policy way to make sure science has impact on real situation. 

 Prof. Walter Jacob Ammann: It would be better to change S&T to ST&E, because 

education is necessary part of investment. 

 Dr. Frank Thomlla: For the 2nd point, we are discussing about multiple-dimensional 

problems, so it should be other criteria than “cost-effectiveness”. 

Dr. Jana Sillmann: Agree, how about referring to the sustainability of DRR measures 

based on the best available ST&E. 

 Prof. Wadid Fawzy Erian Rezk Mansour: the last point about filling communication gap 

should come to the former part. 

Dr. Jana Sillmann: And what’s the meaning of “citizens”? 

Prof. Jakob Rhyner: I think this refers to those who are not responsible to construction 

event. 
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Dr. Jana Sillmann: But apparently the regulation is responsible for the construction, why 

mention “citizen” in the trust building statement? 

Prof. Jakob Rhyner: Without the participation of citizen, the early warning system seems 

to be meaningless. 

Ms. Jo-Ting Huang-Lachmann: Also keep the phrase “citizen” indicated the individual 

level.  

 Dr. Mario Hemandez: The last point has no subject, I think ST&E should be the assistant 

in understanding DRR. 

Dr. Jana Sillmann: Also maybe we should stop mentioning the “zero risk”, it’s depressing 

and self-evident. It’s better if we say “priority needs to be identified”. 

 

Imperative Actions 

 Prof. Kimio Takeya: Science and technology tends to be recognized as innovative but it 

should be basic but practical. 

 Dr. Mario Hemandez: Investment in DRR is critical for achieving SFGs and Paris 

agreement. 

 Prof. Wadid Fawzy Erian Rezk Mansour, Dr. Jana Sillmann: Achieving SDGs also 

support DRR direct and indirectly and in return it benefits to DRR. 

 Prof. Hirokazu Tatano, Prof. Jakob Rhyner: What does consensus mean about? There 

are different opinions and ideas on threshold, in existing governments. So coherency in 

DRR policy among governance is important which is not yet existing in many situations. 

 Prof. Kimio Takeya: The policy of DRR investment should be accepted by tax payer. This 

is civil minimum. 

 

Key Contributions to National Platforms (for Working Discussion 2 and 3) 

 Prof. Jakob Rhyner: Many of these we have in former slides, chairs will rearrange in 

terms of the topic. 

 Important to make government to feel obligation to implement investigation is important. 

 Dr. Jana Sillmann: Development should not increase risk not formulating of likelihood of 

risk. 

 Dr. Mario Hemandez, Prof. Jakob Rhyner: Key contribution of what? Editable in the 

document, we should look at the contents of the bullet and not much on where they are 

placed in the categories. 
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 Dr. Mario Hemandez: improving data platform including observing system, existing data 

and particular socio-economic data and particular socio-economic data goes to national 

platform part. 

 Prof. Hirokazu Tatano: Need to clarify what is national platforms. Decision body plan od 

strategy for DRR in national level including government and science and technology 

communities. Important thing is to national DRR plan based on consultation with S&T 

community. 

 Dr. Kawasaki Akiyuki: Establish guideline for National Platform, we propose issue and 

problems that research should be covered and contribution to establish National Platform. 

Develop guidline to make a guildline for establishing national platform. 

 Prof. Kimio Takeya: Practitionar point of view, S&T more science evidence-based support 

and push NP to make investment and to achieving Sendai framework. How to establish NP 

is political issue. To emphasizes what we can do, we will more provide more practical 

evidence-based research to the platform. 

 

Key Contributions to National Platforms (for Working Discussion 2 and 3) 

 Prof. Jakob Rhyner: Put this empty. 

 

7. Key messages from the Panelists, Discussants and the participants. 

- Problem Statements (original) 

 Still too often, investments are not risk-informed 

 Still too often, investments are responding to disasters rather than risk in a proactive 

way. 

 Investment in reductions of emerging / future risks is insufficient. 

 S&T sector should provide more support to the decision-makers and inform public. 

- Problem Statements (revised) 

 Still too often, investments are not risk-informed. 

 Still too often, investments are responding to disasters rather than risk in a proactive 

way and into capacity building. 

 Investment in resilience to and reductions of emerging / future risks is insufficient. 

 Lack of coordination between research initiatives and investment in implementation 

oriented ST&E. 

 ST&E sector should provide more support to the decision-makers and inform public. 
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- Future Direction (original) 

 Governments’ Investment planning should be an integral part of national strategy for 

DRR. 

 Investment planning should be supported by economic analysis to illustrate the 

cost-effectiveness of the DRR investment, based on best available results of science 

and technologies in DRR. 

 To provide proposals for incentives and regulations for investment not only for 

private sectors but also for citizens. cost 

 Need to understand DRR requires lots of resources and zero-risk doesn’t exist. “How 

safe is safe enough?” “Where to invest?” 

 Fill communication gap. Trust building among S&T, public, private and citizens 

should be established. 

- Future Direction (revised) 

 Governments Investment planning should be an integral part of national strategy for 

DRR. 

 Fill communication gap. Trust building among ST&E, public, private and citizens 

should be established. 

 Investment planning should be supported by socioeconomic analysis to illustrate the 

sustainability of DRR measures based on the best available ST&E. 

 To provide proposals for incentives and regulations for investment. (Actors in 

governmental level, private sector, individual level.) 

 ST&E assist in understanding that DRR requires big investment and priority needs 

be identified. “How safe is safe enough?” “Where to invest?” 

 

- Imperative Actions (original) 

 S&T need to cooperate with national (and international) disaster risk platform in 

support of risk-informed investment planning, particular in view of the 2020 

milestone. “Primitive but useful before 2020”. 

 Comprehensive view on investment is required. 

 Total amount of investment should be considered, such as by public, private 

sectors, household, including human capital and national capacity. 

 Achieving SDGs could also indirectly benefit DRR. 
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 As to public investment, consensus about the threshold/criteria for investment need 

to be developed on a national level. (e.g. Ministry of Finance should be included) 

 S&T need to redouble their effort to provide evidence for the cost effectiveness of 

proactive interventions for DRR and to generate a sense of “demand for DRR” 

 Invite wider participation to the Forum from private and public to develop 

converging interests. 

- Imperative Actions (revised) 

 ST&E need to cooperate with national (and international) DR platforms in support of 

risk-informed investment planning, particular in view of the 2020 milestone. Basic 

but practical before 2020. 

 Comprehensive view on investment is required. 

 Total amount of investment should be considered such as by public private 

sectors, household, including human capital and national capacity. 

 Investment in DRR is critical for achieving SDFs and UNFCCC Agreements. 

And achievement of SDGs benefit DRR. 

 As to public investment, consensus on DRR policy about the threshold criteria for 

investment among entire government need to be developed on a national level. (e.g. 

Ministry of Finance should be included) 

 ST&E need to redouble their effort to provide evidence for the cost effectiveness of 

proactive intervention for DRR and to generate a sense of “demand for DRR” 

 Invite wider participation to the Forum from government, private and public to 

develop converging interests. 

 

- Key Contributions to National Platforms (original) 

 Government should make risk-informed DRR decision integrated in development 

planning. Development should not increase likelihood of risk. 

 Academia should foster future experts (both S&T and communication) who can be a 

translator in public and private sectors. 

- Key Contributions to National Platforms (revised) 

 ST&E needs to support National Platforms by providing risk informed DRR decision 

integrated in development planning. Development should not increase risk. 

 Academia should foster future experts (both ST&E and communication) who can be 

a translator in public and private sectors. 
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 ST&E needs to supply and share data including observation system and 

socio-economic data. 

 

- Other issues 

 

 

 

 

 


