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Appendix

Conclusions on Knowledge and policy tools

Preamble

The AFPCN Scientific Council is composed of indeagemt experts from France and other
countries, operating as a network. The Council gmep publications such as the blue paper
on adaptation to climate change, a copy of whicts weovided to participants at the
conference.

Several members of the Council (Mssrs Favier, D@sawagner, Michel-Kerjan, Drobenko
and Bourrelier) as well as moderators from the fikshops representing partner scientific
and technical centres (BRGM, CEPRI, CEMAGREF, CERand EISTI) spoke at the
conference. The Scientific Council also benefiteaht the support of thécadémie des
Sciencesnd international organisations (WMO, UNESCO).

The council met on November 28 prior to the afternsession, which enabled the chairman
to speak subsequently to participants on behahefCouncil as a whole on four main topics:



1° Agreement on the main findings
1-1. Concerning disaster risk reduction, the viemgressed by different speakers’
converged on the fact that we do not know everghint that we nevertheless know a lot
about DRR and we already have tools in place a$ agekxperience in using such tools.
However, the main issues for consideration remain:
- how to put disaster risk reduction back on the tjpali agenda (the issue of
governance)
- how to genuinely and systematically involve indysis well as local and regional
authorities
- how to take action on individual behaviour in terofi®xplaining, communicating and
educating.

1-2. There was also significant agreement on thetfeat the issues of DRR and adapting
to climate change had areas of overlap, for exampierms of the requirement for a strategy
and the long-term perspective, which does not ntleainthere is confusion between the two.

It is therefore necessary to work in a concertedmag, since climate change serves to trigger
and highlight the insufficiency of measures takerdate as well as the worrying growth of

vulnerabilities.

1-3. There is a recognised need to define and mmghe integrated policies at regional
level. However, the diversity and complexity ofctimstances means that we need to present
the problems in a new way and define prioritiesnter to break the deadlock.

1-4. As aresult, there is a need to stress thewolg:
- exchanges of experience, lessons learnt and jbattdemonstrations,
- improving communication, specifically through thevdlopment of local debate and a
system of bottom-up feedback,
- developing and testing strategies in situationgret uncertainty.

2° Essential fields and disciplines

2.1- Action should focus on updating knowledge on anoamgy basis; it should be adjusted
to changing circumstances.

Effective measurement methods as well as implemgeninaintaining and making reliable
data banks available to users in an appropriatedagspecifically through mapping) are still
the bases of effective risk management and knowleHgropean research programmes are
helping to organise networks and compare methodedog fields such as flooding. Work
should be extended to other hazards and carriedwarttime so that trends due to climate
change and the modification of society’s activitis reflected in the data.

2.2- More sophisticated management tools must be desdlapd tested for efficacy

Economic strategy models for situations of greateatainty should be developed and inter-
comparisons, carried out.

It is necessary to test and improve the applicattbnHyogo protocol principles and
implementation tools on a regular basis.

In particular, early warning systems should be e and shared more extensively. They
should also be made more generally accessible.



2.3- The human and social sciences are still insuffityeapplied.

Deliberations and debate on risk perception angsecmaking tools are essential.
Resilience is a key area, which is based in pdatian individuals’ and systems’ capacity for
autonomy. It needs to find new areas of applicatorthat people can take ownership of it
and it can be developed. It must therefore comdifierent disciplines relating to the concept
of risk prevention.

Debate with partners from developing countriesngpep productive perspectives, and the
development of such partnerships is strongly recendad.

2.4- Examples of governance through public-private pasinips show the extent of
progress that is possible in line with the spedéatures of the European context

3° Major areas for vulnerability studies and actionstrategies

The five workshops confirmed the relevance of chdsgics, and specific recommendations
led to them being categorised in three groups:

3-1. cross-border rivers and mountainous areasnare consistent zones, which are already
linked, specifically for crisis management purpos&re®gress should involve the development
of strategies and better communication, in pariicuking joint standards and tools,

3-2. the coastline on one hand and urban areabeonther are two very different regional
divisions that both involve significant stakes agide rise to complex and specific problems.
For these regions, progress should involve setimga general methodological approach
supported by the development of more systematiatéeb

3-3. the training workshop referred to convergebewveen various stakeholders (local and
regional authorities, central governments, the geam Commission) on the notion of
establishing a strong and dynamic training netwamrkisks at European level.

4° European level

The European aspect brings definite added valuetaldke diversity of circumstances and
cultures, which are its major asset, as well aarge of dimensions through which it can
tackle problems and mobilise resources.

a) The scientific interface should be activatedsuth a way so as to encourage the
establishment of scientific networks around théedént platforms. By way of example, the

AFPCN Scientific Council will request that platfosnm the network put forward members or
correspondents, which will help it to keep up ttedaith demands.

b) The EU should provide strong backing to the nmoset which was first initiated via a
number of programmes under the Commission’s D@REsearch.



