Guidance Note for Session 1 - Strategic Planning for an Effective, Accountable and
Inclusive Transformation
21 August 2018 (10:30 – 12:30)
Background
Successfully implementing the SDGs will require both a “whole-of-government” and “whole-ofsociety” approach. The “whole-of-government” approach requires envisioning civil service systems
as operating beyond the responsibility of a single or a limited number of line ministries to implement
the goals. Strong political leadership and enhanced inter-ministerial coordination is required to
mainstream the SDGs and their targets to achieve policy coherence, which in turn will help build a
strong, resilient and inclusive society. The “whole-of-society” approach, on the other hand, places
emphasis on the principles of inclusivity and transparency in support of more participatory policies
and implementation processes to boost accountability for outcomes. In this respect, delivering on the
SDGs also requires the active participation of all segments of society, which includes civil society,
academia, and the private sector, among others.
Drawing on regional and national cases from attending representatives, this session will first capture
regional trends in strategic planning for the kind of effective, accountable and inclusive
transformation outlined in the 2030 Agenda. Then, the session will present a snapshot of work being
carried out on the ground to implement global frameworks and conduct results-based management
to improve strategic planning outcomes in governance.
Objectives
This session will examine the most effective scenarios for strategic planning and implementation of
the 2030 Agenda at horizontal and vertical levels of public governance, with a focus on the Sendai
Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction 2015-2030 targets and its interlinkages within the 2030
Agenda.
Session Format
Moderator: Ms. Sara Castro-Hallgren, Programme Expert, UN DESA


Presentation (12 - 15 minutes), by Mr. Chae Gun Chung (UN DESA) – Regional Trends in
Mainstreaming the SDGs in National Planning and Institutional Arrangements



Presentation (12 - 15 minutes), by Mr. Animesh Kumar (UNISDR) – Implementing Global
Frameworks in Coherence: The Sendai Framework and the 2030 Agenda

Question & Answer (Q&A) Session (5 minutes)
Strategic Planning for a Sustainable and Resilient Society from an Island Perspective:
National Cases


Presentation (10 minutes), by Dr. Sugath Yalegama, Additional Secretary (Ministry of

Sustainable Development, Wildlife, and Regional Development) Sri Lanka


Presentation (10 minutes), by Mr. Nazir Soobratty, Permanent Secretary (Ministry of Social
Security, National Solidarity, and Environment and Sustainable Development) Mauritius



Presentation (10 minutes) by Mr. Meleti Bainimarama, Permanent Secretary for National
Disaster Management (Ministry of Rural and Maritime Development) Fiji



Presentation (10 minutes), by Ms. Helen Maiche, (Public Sector Reforms, Department of
Public Administration, Office of the President) Seychelles

Question & Answer (Q&A) Session (10 minutes)
Regional Voices in Implementing Global Frameworks


Presentation (10 minutes), by Ms. Teea Tira, Coordinator, Strategic Program for Climate
Resilience (Pacific Islands Forum Secretariat)



Presentation (10 minutes), by Ms. Gina Bonne, Head of Mission (Indian Ocean
Commission)

Question & Answer (Q&A) Session (15 – 20 minutes)
Guiding Questions for Discussion
The guiding questions for this session are as follows:
1.

One of the approaches the UN recommends for mainstreaming the 2030 Agenda into
national planning is the MAPS approach, what other approaches or methods is your country
using to align national planning with the SDGs?

2.

The Sendai Framework’s seven targets cut across the 17 Sustainable Development Goals,
what national plans currently include resilience and disaster risk reduction in your country?

3.

It is proven that prevention and planning for disasters has notable paybacks, but how are
Islands States incorporating risks into better planning for climate change and disaster
shocks?

4.

What has been done to integrate the SDGs into national to local legislation, policies, plans
and programmes? What challenges have your country faced in doing so?

5.

To what extent has your country taken action to mainstream the principle of leaving no one
behind in the implementation of the SDGs while focusing on disaster risks reduction,
resilience and inclusivity?

6.

What specific measures have been undertaken to prioritise the outcomes for vulnerable
groups and the poorest in society to ensure inclusiveness and build resilience?

Practitioner-to-Practitioner Forum on
Strengthening Capacities of Public Administration in Island States
Equipping Public Institutions, Strengthening Resilience and Building Effective Partnerships for
Implementing the 2030 Agenda from an Island States Perspective
Guiding Policy Note for Session 2 – Addressing Institutional Capacity Gaps for SDG
Implementation and the Sendai Framework
21 August 2018 (13:30 – 15:00)
Background
Strengthened institutional capacity of civil service systems is a key ingredient to deliver on all SDG
targets from national and local levels. To ensure government institutions have the capacity to achieve
the 2030 Agenda and the Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction, countries must therefore
identify and address gaps in capacity.1 Institutions that are well-equipped and capable are able to cope
with more complex challenges to translate the global agenda into national realities.2
A new set of civil service capacities is needed to implement the 2030 Agenda, including
foresightedness to anticipate problems, flexibility to quickly adapt and address unanticipated
circumstances as well as to manage disaster risks to build resilience. National and local capacities are
also needed to design and implement holistic, integrated, coherent and risk informed policies and
institutional frameworks that support people’s aspirations, strengthening central-local government
interactions and capacities.
Governments need to rethink how they design their policies and make decisions, how they operate
and deliver services, engage people, mobilize resources, as well as monitor and evaluate their plans
and programs. Effective, accountable and inclusive institutions are of central importance for achieving
the SDGs.
Objectives
This session will examine institutional methodologies to identify capacity gaps and tackle them to
implement and achieve the SDGs and integrated Sendai Framework targets.
Session Format
Presentation (10 minutes) by Ms. Sara Castro-Hallgren, Programme Expert (UN DESA) –
Overview of the capacity needs for the SDGs and competency frameworks in government
Presentation (10 minutes) Sendai Framework Monitor National Custom Indicators led by Ms. Ana
Thorlund (Global Education and Training Institute for Disaster Risk Reduction, UNISDR) –
1
2

https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/10735Updated_Issues_Brief_rev10_1_March_2017.pdf.
Ibid.

Methodology exercise on how countries can identify and address their gaps to achieve disaster risk
reduction and resilience
Working Group Discussion (45 min), Reporting back to Plenary (30 min)
The Sendai Framework Monitor provides a set of National Custom Indicators by each Sendai
Framework Priority for countries to use or adapt in measuring their national Disaster Risk Reduction
Strategy targets at the prerogative of countries.
Exercise:
1. Using selected National Custom Indicators (handout), discuss the indicators to better
understand the requirements for implementing Sendai Framework Priorities.
2. Consider the level of implementation in country and note any gaps. For example, a country
may have a disaster loss database, but it may require updating. It may lack all hazards, or
disaggregated data.
3. Discuss the strengths and gaps in your country. Identify any gaps that should be prioritized to
ensure risk-informed development planning.
4. One group member should note and report back on the gaps that are recommended to
prioritize in development planning.
Note: Some gaps may relate to lack of capacity. These gaps may also be considered in
national capacity development strategies for disaster risk reduction and/or risk-informed
development.

Food for Thought

Goal 16 of the 2030 Agenda specifically c
alls for effective, accountable and inclusivein
stitutions at all levels. Beyond Goal 16,
institutions are critical for the achievement
of all the other SDGs. The United Nations
General Assembly resolution 69/327,
adopted in September 2015, emphasizes
the growing need to strengthen public
institutions and public services in support of
sustainable development.

Defining Capacity Development

The United Nations Development Group
(UNDG) defines capacity as “the ability of
people, organizations and society as a whole
to manage their affairs successfully,” and
capacity development as “the process
whereby people, organizations and society
as a whole unleash, strengthen, create,
adapt, and maintain capacity over time” to
achieve their own development objectives.

Session 3.1 Engaging Civil Society Leaders in Climate Resilient Resource
Management: Policy Exercise for Inclusive Governance
Introduction to the Exercise
The Voluntary National Review (VNR) is the agreed monitoring and review process by UN member
states to communicate annual progress in implementing the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs).
According to the UN DESA Handbook for the Preparation of VNRs, these voluntary, country-led
reviews “make possible the sharing of experiences, including successes, challenges and lessons
learned, with a view to accelerating the implementation of the 2030 Agenda.” 1 A critical aspect of the
VNR process is the engagement of non-government stakeholders, especially from civil society, the
private sector, and academia, among others.
This exercise aims to highlight the challenges and potential solutions to overcome the obstacles
preventing the full participation of diverse stakeholders in the VNR process. Drawing on the recent
VNR experience of the Government of Sri Lanka as well as insights from other attending countries
who have already completed a VNR, this exercise will help participants better understand the process,
especially for the member states that committed to a VNR in 2019.

Situation analysis
The Government of Sri Lanka,
based on its recent experience
presenting a VNR at this year’s
HLPF, will provide insights into its
own process of conducting the
review with a focus on the
engagement of stakeholders. Sri
Lanka
will
present
the
Stakeholder Engagement Plan
(SEP) 2 employed
in
the
preparation
of
the
VNR,
describing how it was carried out
and lessons learned during the
process.
Additionally,
the
“Principles
of
Stakeholder
Engagement” created by the
Government will also be presented.

Fig. 1. Stakeholder Engagement Plan for Sri Lanka VNR

Participants will then break into four groups for 30 minutes to answer the discussion questions below.
Each group is to answer the questions as if they were a country conducting the VNR attempting to
engage stakeholders in sharing data, validating progress, and more. Each group will then present
their proposals to the wider audience – during a 3-minute oral presentation per group.

1

UN DESA (2018), Handbook for the Preparation of Voluntary National Reviews, available at
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/17354VNR_handbook_2018.pdf.
2
Government of Sri Lanka (2018), Voluntary National Review on the Status of Implementing the Sustainable
Development Goals, available at
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/19677FINAL_SriLankaVNR_Report_30Jun2018.pdf.

Question Guide for Breakout Groups*
Oral Presentations of 3-minutes per group will be based on answers to questions below. Each group
should assume the role of a country developing their VNR attempting to engage stakeholders from
private sector, civil society including academia, local governments, and more. While different
stakeholders have different opinions on progress made towards the SDGs, these can also offer data
and other support to strengthen the VNR process. The exercise aims for participants to think about
the positives and solutions to ensure effective stakeholder engagement in the VNR process.
1. Based on Sri Lanka’s Principles for Stakeholder Engagement, what other Principles would
you add or how would you revise these principles to better engage stakeholders?
2. Engaging stakeholders into the VNR process can be challenging. Which stakeholder group is
proving the most difficult to engage and why? How can this group be engaged effectively?
3. Considering the need for data to complete the VNR, what are some proven ways that your
government uses to engage with stakeholders and collect this data (E.g. GovernmentAcademia partnerships or knowledge labs in Universities)?
*Group discussions are governed by Chatham House Rules. Representatives may discuss freely on
the challenges and lessons learned they have experienced in their contexts regarding stakeholder
engagement to ensure better group sharing and discussions.

Session 3.2 Empowering Women for Building Resilience:
Policy Exercise for Inclusive Governance
Introduction
Asia-Pacific consistently ranks as the most disaster-prone region, measured according to both the
number of disasters that occur and the economic and human losses that result from them.1 Recent
data has shown that without appropriate policies and resources to counter the more frequent and
intense climate change-related events that threaten the region, disaster risk will soon outpace
resilience,2 with economic losses alone predicted to exceed $160 billion (USD) annually by 2030. 3
Yet these disasters affect different populations within countries and communities differently,
according to varying degrees of vulnerability that depend on factors such as gender, age, disability,
health status, and ethnicity. Women are one such vulnerable group that face exacerbated risks
during and after natural disasters, in terms of sharply disproportionate mortality and morbidity rates
as well as reduced capacity to recover, due to restrictive social norms and practices, unequal socioeconomic conditions, and limited access to and control over resources, among others.4 For example,
in the aftermath of the 2004 Indian Ocean tsunami, 77% of the victims in Indonesia were women and
children.
Yet women are not passive victims of disasters—besides contributing to current disaster risk
reduction (DRR) and resilience-building efforts as caregivers, they also have a role to play as
leaders in meeting the challenges presented by natural disasters. International frameworks such as
the Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction, the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development
(especially through SDG 5),5 and the General Recommendations from CEDAW on “Gender-related
Dimensions of Disaster Risk Reduction in a Changing Climate” all recognize the role that women
can and should play in building resilience and meeting the challenges presented by climate change.
In other words, gender equality and disaster risk reduction are inherently connected and mutually
reinforcing, which makes the involvement of women in DRR, especially at decision-making levels,
critical to its success. Achieving the SDG targets related to gender equality would not only result in
increased involvement of women as leaders in DRR-related activities, but also improve other

1

UNESCAP (2015), Disasters in Asia and the Pacific: A Year in Review, available at
https://www.unescap.org/sites/default/files/2015_Year%20in%20Review_final_PDF_0.pdf.
2
UNESCAP (2017), UN Report says natural disasters to become more destructive in Asia-Pacific without action on
disaster resilience, available at https://www.unescap.org/news/un-report-says-natural-disasters-become-moredestructive-asia-pacific-without-action-disaster.
3
UN (2018), Disasters could cost Asia-Pacific region $160 billion per year by 2030, UN warns, available at
https://news.un.org/en/story/2018/04/1008182.
4
UNISDR (2017), “Women Leadership in Disaster Risk Reduction,” available at
https://www.unisdr.org/files/globalplatform/59224f087bc14Concept_note__Special_Event_on_Women's_Leadership_in_DRR_-_Final_Draft.pdf.
5
According to UNISDR, although there is no specific action target in the SDGs that addresses the role of women
and girls in DRR, “it is evident that this is critical to achieving the goal of gender equality and empowerment and
building disaster resilience of communities.” For more information, please consult
https://www.unisdr.org/files/46052_disasterriskreductioninthe2030agend.pdf.

outcomes that are impacted during and after disasters, such as women’s increased burden of unpaid
care and domestic work or the prevalence of gender-based violence.
The need to improve women’s digital literacy is critical to develop their capacity as leaders and
decision-makers in DRR activities. By investing in improved digital literacy, governments and other
key stakeholders can also improve women’s empowerment, helping them access and understand
disaster-related data, usage of online services and platforms for early warning systems and more to
fully participate in resilience-building efforts. The EGov4Women Toolkit, developed by UN DESA and
UN ESCAP, provides examples of how to include women effectively in governance as more public
services and especially disaster related services move online. This is crucial to ensure women can
access technologies and better lead in disaster risk planning and recovery efforts.
Thus, this policy exercise will explore good practices in which women acted as leaders to support
their communities before, during, and after a disaster in order to stimulate discussion from
participants about how to scale up such practices in their own country context and ensure the
creation and implementation of gender-inclusive DRR strategies.
Situation analysis
From the Philippines and Sri Lanka there are various examples of women leaders working at the
local level to protect their communities from the effects of disasters from natural hazards:








6

Following Typhoon Haiyan, Josephine Castillo, a founding leader of DAMPA (a federation of
over 230 community-based organizations in the country), established a consortium in the
devastated province of Leyte to address women’s recovery and construction concerns;6
Wilma Paloma, a village chief from Aklan Province, not only established a healthcare center
to meet critical post-typhoon health needs in her community, but also mobilized the village to
participate in cash-for-work projects provided by World Vision; 7
In San Francisco Municipality in Cebu, 90% of officers for environmental protection and
disaster prevention programs are women, in a system that focuses on local needs and
designing practical solutions suited to each individual community; and women have taken the
lead in replanting efforts around the affected areas to restore mangrove forests, among other
plants that can prevent future disasters.
Women in the Batticaloa district, Sri Lanka, like in other affected areas by the civil war and
recurrent disasters from natural hazards, found themselves amongst the worst affected from
disruptions to livelihood and income generation activities, which kept them locked into a
vicious cycle of poverty. Connecting to a niche market (BRIDGE Market facilitated by Oxfam,
World Vision Lanka and Janathakshan) for organic and ethically produced food and products,
small holder women farmers and vendors have obtained premium prices. As a result of their
organizing the production to cater to this niche and access to a predictable reliable market to
sell produce and products, small holder, rural women producers and vendors have seen their
weekly incomes significantly increased.8 The womens groups continue organizing to ensure
resilience in their production, as disasters and climate change will affect farmers drastically.

UNISDR (2018), Asia honours its local champions, available at https://reliefweb.int/report/philippines/asiahonours-its-local-champions.
7
Senator Loren Legarda (2014), “Role of Women in Disaster Risk Reduction and Management,” available at
http://www.senate.gov.ph/press_release/2014/0605_legarda3.asp.
8
Update by OXFAM, Janathakshan

Question Guide for Breakout Groups*
Oral Presentations of 3-minutes per group will be based on answers to questions below. The
exercise aims for participants to think about how women already contribute to DRR activities in their
communities, and how that expertise can be translated into leadership roles at a decision-making
level in local and national governance.
1. In your country experience what are women already doing on the ground to build their
resilience and that of their communities? Please provide 1-2 examples.
2. How can the solutions and approaches practiced by women in the Philippines and in Sri
Lanka be applied to your country context?
3. What are the barriers or obstacles exist in your country context to prevent women taking
initiative and engaging in decision-making and leadership roles related to DRR?
4. From your experience, what would be the top 3 priority actions for ensuring that national and
local DRR Strategies are gender-sensitive? Please give one practical example of why these
priorities are important.
5. How are sex-age-disability disaggregated data considered in disaster information
management in your country?
6. What digital government policies are already in place to improve women’s access to and
understanding of technology, especially technology that can be leveraged in support of DRR
and livelihood support activities? If none are applicable, what policies would you like to see
your government implement at the national and local level?
*Group discussions are governed by Chatham House Rules. Representatives may discuss freely on the
challenges, solutions, and lessons learned they have experienced in their contexts regarding the inclusion
of women in DRR to ensure better group sharing and discussions.

Food for Thought (from the UN Expert Meeting, 2017)

Guidance Note for Session 4 – Monitoring, Review, and Follow-up in the context of the
SDGs and Sendai Framework Targets
22 August 2018 (09:00 – 10:30)
Background
The Voluntary National Review (VNR) is the agreed monitoring and review process by UN member
states to communicate annual progress in implementing the Sustainable Development Goals
(SDGs). Among other goals, the VNR process aims to expedite the sharing of experiences, including
successes, challenges and lessons learned, with a view to accelerating the implementation of the
2030 Agenda. Countries undertaking a VNR also seek to strengthen the policies and institutions of
their governments and to mobilize multi-stakeholder support and partnerships for the implementation
of the SDGs.1
The Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction similarly emphasizes the importance of
reviewing the DRR activities carried out by Member States, with particular focus on the critical role
of stakeholder engagement in setting targets and conducting monitoring, review, and follow up.
With its focus on preventative action in building resilience, the Sendai Framework reflects a broader
paradigmatic shift toward the idea of managing risk, rather than disasters. 2 To support this
conceptual change in thinking, countries must include a risk-informed perspective in its actions,
especially those that are implemented to achieve the SDGs. Therefore, it is necessary to undertake
the monitoring, review, and follow up process in a holistic manner that addresses the interlinkages
between and within the targets of the Sendai Framework and the SDGs.
Objectives
This session will examine the following topics:





1

SDG implementation, with a focus on monitoring, review and follow-up and the Sendai
Framework case;
The Government of Sri Lanka’s preparatory work for HLPF 2018;
An overview of VNRs from the participating country perspectives; and
Innovation in review mechanisms and discussion on progress enablers for SDG monitoring

https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/hlpf/2018
UNISDR (2015), Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction 2015-2030, available at http://www.unisdr.org/
files/43291_sendaiframeworkfordrren.pdf.
2

Session Format
Moderator: Mr. Chae Gun Chung, Head, UNPOG, DPIDG, UN DESA


Presentation (10 minutes) by Ms. Sara Castro-Hallgren, Programme Expert (UN DESA) –
Monitoring for the SDGs: Building towards the 2019 HLPF and VNR process, which will
focus on SDG 16 and institutions, among others



Presentation (10 minutes) by Dr. Sugath Yalegama, Additional Secretary (Sri Lanka
Ministry of Sustainable Development, Wildlife and Regional Development) – Voluntary
National Reviews: The Case of Sri Lanka following its recent VNR presentation at the 2018
HLPF



Presentation (25 minutes) by Mr. Animesh Kumar, Deputy Head of Office (Regional Office
for Asia-Pacific, UNISDR) (15 minutes) and Ms. Ana Thorlund (Global Education and
Training Institute for Disaster Risk Reduction, UNISDR) (10 minutes) – National DRR
strategies: Achieving “target e” of Sendai Framework



Presentation (10 minutes) by Mr. Animesh Kumar, Deputy Head of Office (Regional Office
for Asia-Pacific, UNISDR) – Engaging other stakeholders in setting the targets, follow up,
and review

Guiding Questions for Discussion
The guiding questions for this session are as follows:
1.

How did your country engage (or plan to engage) diverse stakeholders in setting targets
and conducting the monitoring, review and follow up needed to carry out a VNR? What
lessons has your country learned in this process?

2.

What review mechanisms in your country have been implemented to track progress on
building resilience, in line with the Sendai Framework?

3.

What innovative measures has your country employed to enhance coherence across
policies, institutions, goals, indicators and measurement systems?

Guiding Policy Note for Session 5 – Strategizing on Means of Implementation (MoI) for
Resilience in SIDS
22 August 2018 (11:00 – 12:00)
Background
In the context of global governance for sustainable development, the Means of implementation (MoI)
include an interdependent mix of financial resources, technology development and transfer,
capacities, inclusive and equitable globalization and trade and regional integration or partnerships.1
In the Sustainable Development Goals, each goal has key targets regarding the MoI in the form of
letter based targets. In addition, Goal 17 details specific aims for MoI in the key areas of finance,
trade, technology, cooperation, and more.
Key targets in the SDGs on MoI also refer to Island States, specifically Small Island Development
States in areas of finance and technology for example. Improved efforts are required from both
SIDS themselves and other development partners to strategize for MoI. In this context, regional
approaches can ensure more strategic cooperation. Both private sector investment and public
private partnerships are key sectors than can play a critical role in this process.2
Objectives
This session will examine the needs and priorities for SIDS in terms of technology, finance, and
capacity development to achieve the SDGs, with a presentation of project models and initiatives
emphasizing results-based management, effective and inclusive planning to address MoI gaps.
Session Format
Moderator: Ms. Sara Castro-Hallgren, UN DESA


Presentations by resource persons (40 minutes – 10 minutes per speaker)
- Ms. Teea Tira, Coordinator, Strategic Program for Climate Resilience (Pacific Islands
Forum Secretariat)
- Ms. Gina Bonne, Head of Mission (Indian Ocean Commission)
- Ms. Helen Maiche, Public Sector Reforms, Department of Public Administration (Office of
the President, Seychelles)
- Ms. Ana Thorlund, UNISDR



Question & Answer (Q&A) Session (20 minutes)

1

https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/2079Issues%20Brief%20Means%20of%20Implementation%20Final_TS
T_141013.pdf
2

https://www.preventionweb.net/globalplatform/2013/programme/featuredevents/view/482

Guiding Questions for Discussion
The guiding questions for this session are as follows:
1.

What are the most important inter-linkages between the 2030 Agenda and the SAMOA Pathway
regarding technology, finance, partnerships and capacity development?

2.

How can results-based management and similar approaches strengthen means of
implementation in Island States?

3.

What partnerships exist and how do they build further partnership and skills to make them
legitimate, and long-term impact for the Agenda 2030 in SIDS?

Guiding Policy Note for Session 6 – Transformation towards a Sustainable and Resilient
Society: ICT Innovations for Disaster Risk Management (6.1) and Implementing ICT
Innovations in Practice (6.2)
22 August 2018 (13:30 – 17:00)
Background
There is increasing recognition that advancements in Information and Communications Technology
can prove vital for Disaster Risk Management (DRM) and Disaster Risk Reduction (DRR). Digital
government and innovations in the technology space are increasingly significant to building a
resilient society and mitigate against growing risks and shocks of diverse kinds. By leveraging
innovations in technology such as Geographic Information Systems (GIS), remote sensing, big data
and data analytics, artificial intelligence (AI), blockchain, citizen science, governments might be
better equipped to effectively anticipate, prepare, and respond to risks and disasters.1
As the new UN DESA report of the 2018 E-Government Survey “Gearing E-Government to Support
Transformation towards Sustainable and Resilient Societies” notes, 2 digital technologies have a
potential for strengthening resilience and reducing vulnerability. For example, End-to-End early
warning systems provide timely and effective information to avoid or reduce risk and to prepare for
effective disaster response. More so, in the area of monitoring and predicting disasters, Unmanned
Aerial Vehicles (drones) have become integrated and successful tools in disaster preparedness in
the form of monitoring, measuring and mapping for DRR. 3 Blockchain is being used in the
humanitarian contexts while responding to disasters for cash transfers and citizen identification.
Citizen science,4 which refers generally to involving members of the public offers an innovative,
multi-layered approach that empowers residents to collect diagnostic information about their
community environment, is a promising opportunity for providing extensive, real‐time information for
disaster risk reduction, management and for resilience building.5,6 7
However, for sustained use and transfer across developing countries, technologies, especially
frontier technologies such as blockchain, AI and more, must be “appropriate” to their local contexts.
In some cases, low-tech instead of high-tech options can also assist in driving resilience.
Technologies may also emanate from indigenous practices in countries, aiding their usability and
local ownership. Lastly, digital literacy must go hand in hand with technology investments – to ensure
both demand and supply for technological transformations.
Equally, as this session will explore, many barriers exist to technology transfer, along with risks and
vulnerabilities. There is a growing divide as the 4th Industrial Revolution sets in for many member
states and communities, while others risk being left behind. Digital inclusion and technology transfer
must be addressed for ICT and resilience.

1

Ibid
https://publicadministration.un.org/egovkb/Portals/egovkb/Documents/un/2018-Survey/EGovernment%20Survey%202018_FINAL%20for%20web.pdf
3
Science and Development Network, “Remote sensing for natural disasters: Facts and figures,” http://www.scidev.net/en/ features/remotesensing-for-natural-disasters-facts-and-figures.html.
4
Citizen science is most commonly defined as science by nonscientists: it is ‘… a form of science enacted and developed by citizens
themselves’, or ‘[t]he participation of the general public in the research design, data collection and interpretation process together with scientists.’
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1002/wat2.1262
5
Irwin A. Citizen Science: A Study of People, Expertise and Sustainable Development. Abingdon, UK: Psychology Press; 1995.
6
Kruger LE, Shannon MA. Getting to know ourselves and our places through participation in civic social assessment. Soc Nat
Resour 2000, 13:461–478
7
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/full/10.1002/wat2.1262
2

Objectives
In the first part of this session (6.1, 13:30 – 15:00), presentations and discussion will reflect on
resilience in public governance and planning through information and communications technology
(ICT) and digital government. This session will also present innovations in ICT, such as frontier
technologies, that can aid disaster risk reduction and resilience. It will also feature country cases in
how these frontier technologies are being applied at national level.
Following a coffee and networking break, the second part of this session (6.2, 15:30 – 17:00),
will discuss how to implement ICT innovations in practice. Participants will be divided into working
groups identifying challenges, risks, vulnerabilities and solutions for technology transfer. Working
groups will then present back to the wider group. A UN checklist to ensure strengthened technology
transfer at local level will be applied during this session alongside facilitated discussion and working
groups.
Session Format
Moderators/Facilitators: Ms. Sara Castro de Hallgren, Programme Expert, UN DESA and Ms. Ana
Thorlund, UNIDSR
Session 6.1– Transformation towards a Sustainable and Resilient Society - ICT Innovations
for Disaster Risk Management


Presentation (10 – 15 minutes), by Mr. Justin Lee, Senior Manager, Strategic Planning &
International (Government Technology Agency, Singapore) – Digital Government and Open
Data for Resilience in Singapore



Presentation (15 minutes), by UN DESA – Exploring Frontier Technologies for Digital
Governance: Artificial Intelligence, Unmanned Aerial Vehicles, Geographic Information
Systems (GIS)



Presentation (5 minutes per country), by selected country discussants

Session 6.2 – Transformation towards a Sustainable and Resilient Society – Implementing ICT
Innovations in Practice


Facilitated Discussion and Q&A Session (1 hour and 30 minutes), facilitated by Ms. Sara
Castro de Hallgren, Programme Expert, UN DESA and Ms. Ana Thorlund, UNIDSR

Guiding Questions for Discussion
The guiding questions for this session are as follows:
1.

How can ICT and other frontier technologies be adopted and harnessed to help enhance
resilience and societal transformation in Island States?

2.

How can we leverage e-government, big data and open data for engaging in building resilience
and inclusive societies in Island States?

3.

What role can AI, GIS and other frontier technologies play in strengthening disaster risk
reduction in Island States especially among poorest and vulnerable groups?

4.

To what extent can citizen science be adopted for resilience especially in Island States?

Guiding Policy Note for Session 9 – Financing Resilience: Building
Resilience for Climate-related Disasters
24 August 2018 (09:00 – 10:30)
Background
Building resilience to climate change and natural disasters requires long-term programs with
predictable financing, which would allow for institutional mechanisms that promote learning-by-doing
and flexible approaches to identify risks and incorporate resilience into development planning.1 In the
past, many countries have relied on ex‐post resources, such as budget reallocations, aid and
emergency loans, to finance the cost of damage and losses from natural disasters.2 With the lack of
relatively stable and strong fiscal revenues and domestic savings, SIDS in particular fell into this
trend, due to the fact that they often resort to diverting their scarce public budgetary resources from
essential social and economic development investments to address disaster-related needs, which in
turn compromises the pace and scope of future growth.
However, a number of countries that are extremely susceptible to disaster risk, such as SIDS, have
begun to consider disaster and budget planning, to shift to a proactive approach to financing
resilience. For one, well-defined budgetary policies and risk financing options can lead to incentives
to emphasize risk reduction by mainstreaming disaster risk management into development planning
and programmes, as outlined in the Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction.3
Nonetheless, challenges remain in identifying the risks and impacts of natural disasters, securing
adequate resources in national budgets, and reducing inefficiencies and institutional fragmentation.
Additionally, the fiscal vulnerability of SIDS is exacerbated because many states often depend on a
single donor country for the bulk of their resilience financing, and funding requirements for resources
from initiatives like the Green Climate Fund are difficult to manage. Finally, the low predictability of
financing streams for risk reduction can constrain the ability of SIDS to take more comprehensive
and forward-looking measures to reduce vulnerabilities and increase resilience in the long term.4
Objectives
This session will explore applied learning on Climate Finance to strengthen knowledge of
government finance, readiness, and lessons learned in navigating financing mechanisms.

1

http://www.worldbank.org/content/dam/Worldbank/document/SDN/Full_Report_Building_Resilience_Integrating_Climate_Disaster_
Risk_Development.pdf
2
UN ESCAP (2013). Building Resilience to Natural Disaster and Major Economic Crises
3
UNISDR (2015) Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction 2015‐2030 A/CONF.224/CRP.1.
4
https://reliefweb.int/report/world/climate-and-disaster-resilience-financing-small-island-developing-states-vol-2

Session Format
Moderator: Ms. Sara Castro-Hallgren, Programme Expert, UN DESA


Presentation (10 minutes), by Ms. Teea Tira, Coordinator, Strategic Program for Climate
Resilience (Pacific Islands Forum Secretariat)



Presentation (10 minutes), by Ms. Gina Bonne, Head of Mission (Indian Ocean
Commission)



Presentation (10 minutes), by Mr. Ranga Pallewala, CEO (Janathakshan)

Guiding Questions for Discussion
The guiding questions for this session are as follows:
1.

What fiscal policies does your country employ in funding the aftermath of disasters?

2.

What steps, if any, has your government taken to build greater financial resilience for
disaster risk reduction through established budget protection strategy?

3.

Have disaster risk reduction measures been mainstreamed into national planning and
budgeting for resilience management? If so, how? Has a gender perspective been included
in this mainstreaming process as well?

4.

What contingency budgetary supports are available for managing disasters in your country
context?

5.

What challenges has your country faced in mobilizing financing for disaster risk reduction
and post-disaster recovery, respectively?

Guidance Note for Session 10 – Financing Resilience through National Budgets and
Mechanisms
24 August 2018 (10:45 – 12:00)
Background
Working to build resilience provides an opportunity to link various financing streams to the broader
goal of tackling the range of interconnected global risks. 1 Financing plays a key role in the
implementation of international agreements, including the 2030 Agenda and the Sendai Framework,
with both agreements acknowledging the importance of finance and investment to achieve
sustainability and tackle the underlying drivers of disaster risk. The Sendai Framework especially
highlights the need for public and private financial investment to enhance the economic, social,
health and cultural resilience of people, communities and countries.2
Both the public and private sectors usually face daunting challenges in accessing capital and
financing for disaster risk reduction and resilience building. Similarly, national governments and local
governments struggle to invest in already-required repairs in infrastructure, as well as the additional
cost of building and maintaining disaster-resilient facilities and infrastructure.3 While several marketbased financing mechanisms have become available globally, concessional financing from the
international community still represents a key financing source to foster disaster risk resilience for
development. However, Island States and other risk-prone countries can also take steps at the
national and sub-national levels to create risk-informed budgets and plans to meet these challenges.
Sri Lanka’s 2018 “Blue-Green Budget” is one such example of this, as it outlines policies to build
resilience through short, medium, and long-term interventions. This example, and others, will be
covered over the course of this session.
Objectives
This session will discuss national cases and “how-to’s” of ensuring financing and managing finances
in disaster risk reduction and resilience, with a focus on various Green Initiatives in Sri Lanka’s 2018
Blue-Green Budget.
Session Format
Moderator: Ms. Ana Thorlund, UNISDR


1

Presentation (10 – 15 minutes), by Ms. Shiranthi Ratnayake, Deputy Director General of
National Planning Department (Government of Sri Lanka) – Resilience in Government
Budgeting: Sri Lanka’s Blue-Green Budget Initiative
Presentation (10 – 15 minutes), by Mr. Ahmed Husain, Head of Executive Office, National
Committee for Disaster Management, Ministry of Interior, Bahrain

UN (2015) Addis Ababa Action Agenda of the Third International Conference on Financing for Development, New York: United
Nations http://www.un.org/esa/ffd/wp-content/uploads/2015/08/AAAA_Outcome.pdf
2
https://www.odi.org/sites/odi.org.uk/files/resource-documents/11085.pdf
3
https://www.c2es.org/content/financing-resilience/



Presentation (10 – 15 minutes), by Ms. Raatu Aretaake, Senior Sector Economist (Outer
Islands, Social, and Environment, National Economic Planning Office, Ministry of Finance
and Economic Development, Kiribati)

Guiding Questions for Discussion
The guiding questions for this session are as follows:
1.

What challenges do your country face in accessing capital and financing opportunities to
address risk and build resilience?

2.

Does your country partner with multilateral donors to finance for resilience? If so, in what
capacity? What lessons have been learned through this partnership?

3.

Does your country employ index-based insurance schemes to enhance farmers’ resilience
towards weather shocks? If so, what lessons can you share with the group regarding this
financing modality?

4.

To what extent does your country integrate the SDGs and disaster risk reduction policies
into their national planning and budgets, especially at the sub-national level? Please provide
details.

Guidance Note for Session 11 – Exploring Trends and Cases of
Innovative Financing Mechanisms in Asia-Pacific
24 August 2018 (13:30 – 14:30)
Background
The cost of solving the world’s most intractable problems runs into the trillions, with an estimated
$2.5 trillion annual funding gap that threatens to delay or prevent achievement of the SDGs. To close
this gap, it is imperative to apply innovation in financing to divert private capital toward development
objectives. 1 Innovative financing for development can be considered “anything different from
standard investing or financing practice that has the potential to deliver significant socio-economic or
environmental impact.”2
Innovative financing mechanisms for development must engage all relevant investment and
financing stakeholders, including public financiers, mainstream private sector investors, corporations,
venture capital, impact investment funds and the philanthropic sector. It must also involve a wide
range of organizations, such as self-sufficiency enterprises, social enterprises, community
businesses, cooperatives, and civil society organizations participating in the social economy.
Additionally, financing options to support conservation, climate action, and sustainable development
have been expanding in recent years and vary across different scales, types and time horizons, such
as the BioCarbon Fund, the Clean Development Mechanism, the Global Environment Facility and
the Green Climate Fund.
This session will focus on the national perspective of country representatives, in terms of their
experience engaging with these various innovative financing mechanisms, the challenges faced in
mobilizing these alternative fiscal streams, and lessons learned that can be shared with their peers.
Objectives
This session will explore policies that unlock private sector financing and partnerships for resilience;
including innovations in financial products for development such as green bonds, micro-insurance,
and more.
Session Format
Moderator: Ms. Ana Thorlund, UNISDR




1
2

Presentation (10 – 15 minutes), Mr. Meleti Bainimarama, Permanent Secretary for National
Disaster Management, Ministry of Rural and Maritime Development, Fiji
Presentation (10 – 15 minutes), Mr. Ahmed Husain, Head of Executive Office National
Committee for Disaster Management, Ministry of Interior, Bahrain
Presentation (10 – 15 minutes), Mr. J. A. D. Siriwardena, Assistant General Manager,
National Insurance Trust Fund, Sri Lanka
https://www.csis.org/analysis/leveraging-impact-investment-global-development
Ibid

Question & Answer (15 Minutes)
Guiding Questions for Discussion
The guiding questions for this session are as follows:
1. What are the current funding gaps and requirements for the SDGs in your country?
2. What available funding sources available at the national and international levels, including
innovative ones for resilience financing, can be applied to your country context?
3. Please describe any good practices and lessons learned in adopting innovative financing
mechanisms for resilience and disaster risk reduction in your country.
4. What is the best means of mobilizing resources and funding for financing resilience in your
country? What challenges does your country face in doing so?

