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* WG-Disasters has formulated the Strategic Framework on Geospatial
Information and Services for Disasters.

* |t was adopted by the Committee of Experts in August 2017, and by the
United Nations Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) on 2nd July 2018.

* The Framework aims to guide Member States and other stakeholders
in making available and accessible all quality geospatial information
and services before, during and after disaster events.
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* An Assessment Survey entitled “UN-GGIM Strategic Framework on
Geospatial Information and Services for Disasters Assessment Survey”
was prepared and endorsed at the ninth session of the Committee of
Experts.

* as atool to assist Member States in establishing their capacity to implement the
Strategic Framework with the view to provide further guidance to support capacity
gaps within priority areas for action as defined by the Strategic Framework.

* The survey consists of the five chapters focusing on the respective |Ioriorit areas
detailed in the Strategic Framework, namely a) Governance and policies, b)
Awareness raising and capacity building, c) Data management, d;OCommon
infrastructure and services, and e) Resource mobilization.

* The survey was prepared as an online form and circulated to the UN-GGIM
Member States, and observers in June 2020, with a completion deadline of
2nd October 2020.



r THE SENDAI FRAMEWORK OUTLINES SEVEN GLOBAL TARGETS
TO BE ACHIEVED BY 2030:

The Sendai Framework
for Disaster Risk
Reduction articulates a
very specific goal:
to considerably diminish
disaster risk and losses
of lives, livelihoods and

E. Increase the number of

SUBSTANTIAL countries with national

and local disaster risk

R E D U C T |ON s' reduction strategies
A. Reduce global disaster (/@}{;\
mortality A 4

s=1 F. Substantially enhance
.4" international cooperation

to developing countries
. Reduce the number of
affected people globally
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health and in the
economic, physical,
social, cultural and
environmental assets of
persons, businesses,
communities and

countries Strategic Framework
on Geospatial Information and Services for Disasters

and access to multi-hazard
early warning systems

. Reduce direct economic
loss in relation to GDP
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. Reduce disaster damage
to critical infrastructure
and disruption of basic
services
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Soed 2 ggimaun.org
Global Geospatial mioe mation NManagement

UN-GGIM




The Strategic Framework aims to guide Member States and other stakeholders in making

available and accessible all quality geospatial information and services in operations within
and across all sectors, before, during and after disaster events.

Use of:

\\

better
understand,
geospatial relevant formulate

information & | statistical policies and
services information manage risks
and impacts of

\\/ A disasters
Member States

LD,
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* The aim of this side event is to engage the UN-GGIM
community and to seek their feedback on the results of the
globally administered Strategic Framework on Geospatial
Information and Services for Disasters Assessment Survey,
as presented in the background paper submitted to the
eleventh session entitled “Assessment 2020 Results -
Strategic Framework on Geospatial Information & Services
for Disasters”.

* The objectives of the side event include:

* To share and highlight the major findings from the
assessment displayed on a global and regional levels,
supported by a few case studies;

* To highlight the challenges experienced in preparing
the report and the gaps identified from the assessment
results; and

* To make recommendations on the way forward.

United Nations Committee of Experts on Global Geospatial Information
Manzagement [LIMN-GGM)

Whorking Group on Geospatial Information & Sarvices for Disasters
(WG Disasters)

“Assessment 2020 Results -
Strategic Framework on Geospatial Information and
Services for Disasters”

UN-GGIM | o e e o
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Governmental organizations from member states:

Algeria
Argentina
Armenia
Australia
Bosnia and Herzegovina
Botswana
Brazil

Chile

China
Colombia (*)
Cote D'lvoire
Czech Republic
Denmark
Finland
Germany
Guyana
Honduras
Indonesia
Ireland
Jamaica
lapan
Malaysia
Mexico
Maongolia
Netherlands

MNew Zealand

Oman

Peru

Philippines

Serbia

Sint Maarten (Kingdom of Netherlands)
Slovenia

Sweden

Switzerland

Thailand

Tunisia

Uganda

Ukraine

United States of America
Uruguay

Uzbekistan

Vietnam

(*) Two different organizations answered from the same states.

Contributor Listing

Governmental organizations (Non-Member States):

s State of Palestine

Governmental organizations from other States:

¢ Cooklslands

Non-Governmental Organizations:

o GEOSYSTEMS HELLAS SA
¢ Jeju National University
* (OceanWise Ltd

e Trimble

¢ \VisioTerra
* VU University Amsterdam
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categorized by Region
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UN-GGIH Member States Contributors

UNITED NATIONS

COMMITTEE OF EXPERTS ON

Catego I’iZEd by Reg ion

Americas:
Africa:
= Argentina
* Brazil » Algeria
#« Chile * Botswana
* Colombia (*) * Cote D'lvoire
= (uyana * Tunisia
* Honduras * Uganda
* Jamaica
* Mexico
= Peru Arab States:
# Sint Maarten (Kingdom of Netherlands) o
» United States of America ® No submissions
*« Lruguay

(*) Two different organizations answered from the same states.




Member States Contributors
categorized by Region

UN-GGIM

UNITED NATIONS
COMMITTEE OF EXPERTS ON

GLOBAL GEOSPATIAL
INFORMATION MANA GEMENT

Asia: Europe:
* Armenia * Bosnia and Herzegovina
* China » (Czech Republic
* |ndonesia e Denmark
* Japan * Finland
*  Malaysia = Germany
* Mongolia
* |reland
*  Dman
e Philippines * Netherlands
__=_ Thailand * Serbia
* Slovenia
e Uzbekistan « Sweden
* Vietnam * Switzerland
» State of Palestine (**) ¢ Ukraine

(*¥) Non-member states
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* The survey was
prepared as an online
form and circulated to
the UN-GGIM Member
States, and observers in
June 2020, with a
completion deadline of
2nd October 2020.

Strategic Framework on Geospatial
Information and Services for Disas
ASSESSMENT SURVEY

The 'Working Group on Geospatial information and Services for Dessters (We-Dieasters) of the United Nations
Committes of Experts on Global Gecspatial Information bMeregement (UN-GEM) hes formulsted a Strategic
Framework on Geospatial information and Services for Disasters which has been adopted by the Committes of
Experts i August 2077, and by the: United Mations Economic and Socal Coundl (ECOS0C) on 2 July 2018, The
Framework aims o guide Member Stabes and other staksholders in making available and accessible all quality
geaspatial information and services before, during and after disster events. Mone about the Framework is
avaslable at this nk < hitpy'fogimun.org,doou SUNHGEIM Strategic Framework Disasters final pf .

Ir wiewr of this, the WE-Disasters is conducting an Assescment Surnvey that will help gauge the level and stahs of

implementation of gecspetial infommetion and services for disstens initisthes neative to the Strategic Framework
among Member States. The Sunesy aims to understand the rational gecspatial infonmation and senices
lancsape acmes all phases of desters within Member States. Altemotively, the tool can be used by Member
Sites to better develop their national implementation plans for gecspatial infonmation and senices in suppaort of
disaster risk reduction and management (DRFEM).

The Survesy will require approsmertely 30-45 minutes to complete & is intended to be acoomplished by the
representative of each Member State in the WE-Disasters or the designated focal onganization that hes the
mandate for national DRAM. While the: Survey intends to captune national perspective; the views and opinions of
other national government agencies, sub-national govermment units, privarte sector and other stakeholders in
DRRM is encouraged i order to aid Member Stabes in preparing an integrated national acsessment.

The activities. in each priarity 2res will be ied wsing the rating scale. it i important that the: assescment be: made
in refenence to established policies, infrastnachunes, syshems or procedures in the natiorsl conted: and NOT at the
omganizational level. As assemments may be based on peroeption, additional remerks, and supporting
documents may be attached or provided to make the results as fachual 2 posdhle We: commit to ensuring that
all persoral infonmartion will be trested with utmast confidentiality.

1.Full Mame *

lobal Survey Administration

UMN-GGIM Strategic Framework on Geospatial Information and Services for Dizasters
ASSESSMENT SURVEY

T Wi (e v Gecnpatiol haformation o Senices oy D6 s ters (WG -Dhastees) of the Lsned Nalioes
Commirtee of Frers on & ibal Gecspatial nfor maTios Mosagesest (LG50 bas formulaned o Strategic
Frammewenk o Gecngatial bismmation and Serdce for Dsmitens whvch has bees adogted by the Comanitter of
Ergests i Mergust 2007, and by the Lisited Matioas Foomsa: and Seckel Councll [FOOSOC) on 2 lidy 7018 The
Frammmwcnk wins i guide Membes Slates and ather s ke bodlers in mating avaibibie and seces e ol guatty
v T efismation aed sendir befive, daving and after Tes events. More about the Framewon &
rvalstsle ar this Brak o AL : I i r5_ ol et

i i o s, O WG -Dimasnes & condus Ting o Ao eisment Sovaey ihal will hele gouge thes biuoe! aviel sTaTus
aft k o ni favnathen ol seavces fov deas e iR arfalhe B0 the Shiatege:
ek avmioig Memiber Siones. The Suneey o 10 ovders mnd! o sarioi! gevsgaria! syforsrmtion oo’
srekees bt Sevess ol phes of SEATES WAl Member STNer Aderrheily The Toof con B e by
Pelftpiiey ShnEs 10 Bt diianhas chenir navhenol implementation phos i geoapa e Nl i o and services
in sty off i ter sk cndiaction and! Saancgamien D DA M

Thee Swmvary el nequilce approaimately 30045 SHnetes Ly cospkene. & b ntended o b gocomplteng! by Dhee
repvEs Bt o el Miemiber Soove ke thee WIG-D LEvs v i ok el b that Aokl L
riduekene Ko rathndd DRARY. Wil the Savesy INDeads Do Cop IUNG At eviEolieg,. Dhe e ond! opdieois
of etk SaTicna! guvemeenal GEntcies, 5 ub-aTiva! evemeneet WS, BITale Secton o ot sEakeholbiers
i DA & eraccawioged! b avahen Do aks! Aderribes STOTED b SVEpariieg on sepealng Ay S i

oot g Theihess b inaed Pty aned wdll B raned ok g the sotig soale Showa in fhe tabke below, & @ imgsarTant
Ehaar e Guastimenil b i b PEfEne e b Bkl podis b, O o e, I o e rdunes i e
Pt codlen? and MOT or ohe arpavebationa) el A sietorenit may be Dot on peresption, adhiitiso’
e, Gl SUSS T divuimenlS ey b artaciend oF peeskied ko ks the Asuls o Geraal o8 ponsilds
W CETAT 1 B Tl S dfiarnation il B Iredbed vl atanesl covifiokn DalTy.

—

The inititiee is Tully impiemented in ey country

- The inftiatie is curmently Deing implemenbed in my counksy, with minor
tmsks shil reed o e dons

a The infbiatie is curmently Deing implemenbed in my counksy, with major
imsks shil reed o De dons

1 The initiatiee is not yetimplemente in my cowrtry

o Ureswvane of the inftiatees, and s implermentation in my countTy

W is ual ecayiersaTe will Be bgiil ochnoisdgeg Thank poo!

Do-Ohales, WAS-DEsssnes




= Assessment Survey Structure

COMMITTEE OF EXPERTS ON

GLOBAL GEOSPATIAL
INFORMATION MANAGEMENT

Five
Priorities

for
Action ﬁ

Common Infrastructure RnETE
and Services Mobilization

Governance Awareness Raiéing Data
and Policies and Capacity Building Management

Advance the use
of Geographic
information to
support Disaster
Risk Reduction .
in the Member Assessment Survey Rating Scale

States.

Category Description
The initiative is fully implemented in my country

The initiative is currently being implemented in my country, with minor tasks still
need to be done

The initiative is currently being implemented in my country, with major tasks still
need to be done

The initiative is not yet implemented in my country

1 Unaware of the initiative, and its implementation in my country
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Contributors Breakdown

Member State Contributors

Asia and the Pacific

Arab States

Americas

Africa

0 4 6 8 10
[ Africa Americas Arab States Asia and the Pacific
B Member States B Non-Member State Non-Governmental Organizations QUANTITY > 12 0 14

The analysis was undertaken using the 43 responses from Member States and assessment executed for three regions
namely the Americas, Europe and Asia and the Pacific. Analysis was not undertaken for Africa given the low numb

responses received that would not allow for a true representative sample and related results. No responses were re
from the Arab States.



UN-GGIM Assessment Survey

UNITED NATIONS

COMMITTEE OF EXPERTS ON °
GLOBAL GEOSPATIAL
NAalysSIS FOCUS Areas

* The Assessment Survey
comprised five chapters

focusing on the respective
A 1. Political Support priority areas and was
2. Financial Support further broken down to
3. Champion ldentified .
4. Monitoring & Evaluation Program Implemented to track Country’s Progress reflect 38 questlons.
1. Geospatial information and services are translated inte easily understood strategies and tools * Focus was however placed
2. Gl & Services integrated in Academic Programs on ca refu”y selected
B 3. DEM-related researches using Gl & Services are initiated and managed uestions. given their level
4. Training programs on the use of Gl & Services 9 ) 3
1. Existence of a common and accessible database system of im portance a nd
2. Mational and local DRM plans include hazard, vulnerability and disaster risk assessment maps, etc. relevance. It was
C 3. A common contact database of national and local emergency responders .
4. D[Data management guidelines incorporates key factors determlr\ed t_hat apart
1. A common infrastructure and facility, particularly a national operations center is established from bemg hlghly relevant
D 2. A backup facility for online and offline access to geospatial data a nd im po rtant these core
3. Interoperability of all systems and processes in DRM organizations . .
1. DRM crganizations are sensitized on the necessity of funding Gl & Services for DRM g uestions a I_SO influenced
E 2. The private sector encouraged to invest in Gl & Services for DRM other q uestions.
3. Funding support easily accessible for implementation of the five priorities for action e As SUCh, detailed ana |y5iS

. was pursued for 19

questions or areas

4
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Government vs.
Non-Government
Response Averages

GOVt  ——— HI}I'I-EI}'-.'It

Priority A: Government vs. Non-Government

Frequency polygons were used to
compare the frequency
distribution of responses received
from government versus non-
overnment organizations for all
ve priority areas. Upon careful
Govt ——Hongovt examination of the responses, it
was found that the average of

non-government  organizations
¥/—\/\ was higher than that of
government organizations in most
of the questions, as such the

analysis primarily focused on the
government sector.

Priority B: Government vs. Non-Government
Response Average ﬁ
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Government vs.
Priority C: Government vs. Non-Government N O n -G Ove r n m e nt
S Response Averages

Priority D: Government vs. Non-Government
Response Average

GOY't  —NOn-EOV'E

W\ Priority E: Government vs. Non-Government

Response Average

Gov't  e—Hon-gov't

wop o

[ T T = T B =T O = T B = Y |
L= =N = N = N = R = I = R = R = = |

o —

[ =T = T R T = N N FT]
= | - - e
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The Regional Perspective
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%’\ UN-GGIM
WG Disasters Disclaimer

It should be noted that given the subjective methodology applied in the
Assessment Survey, it is difficult to make a true quantitative evaluation

of the scores assigned to each question. Notwithstanding, a number of
trends were identified in the each of the five sections of the survey.

Details of these trends are provided globally and regionally.
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peceL Political Support

COMMITTEE OF EXPERTS ON

GLOBAL GEOSPATIAL
INFORMATION MANAGEMENT

Political Support (Global) Political Support (Americas 2020)

> Globally, only 12% of

the respondents
indicated having
attained a maximum
category/score of 5.
mScorel MScore2 MScore3 ©Score4  Score5 A combined onIy
19% being either not
Political Support (Asia) aware of the
initiative nor its
implementation
within their country.

Political Support (Europe)

9%

B Scorel M Score2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5 I
B Scorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5
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UNITED NATIONS
COMMITTEE OF EXPERTS ON

GLOBAL GEOSPATIAL
INFORMATION MANAGEMENT

Financial Support
Financial Support (Global) (Americas 2020)

5%

Globally, 7%

indicated having

attained a

maximum

category/score of

Financial Support (Asia) 5. A combined
39% are at an
intermediate to
advanced
implementation
stage.

EmScorel M Score2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5 '
B Scorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5

HmScorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5

Financial Support (Europe)
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COMMITTEE OF EXPERTS ON

GLOBAL GEOSPATIAL
INFORMATION MANAGEMENT

Champion Identified (Global)
Champion Identified (Americas 2020)

7% 139
Globally, 16%
indicated a
maximum
category/score

of 5. A combined

B Scorel M Score2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5 72% are at some
stage of
Champion Identified (Asia) implementation, Champion Identified (Europe)

while 39% of this
amount are at an
intermediate to
advanced stage.

HMScorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5

B Scorel M Score2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5 I‘
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Monitoring & Evaluation Program Implemented

to track Country’s Progress (Global) Globally, 7 - 9% of respondents scored category/score 5 for having
monitoring and evaluation programmes implemented to track the
Resource Mobilization country’s progress across all 5 priority areas. All overwhelmingly

indicated being at stage 3, varying from 26 - 33%, having commenced
their monitoring initiatives with major work still needed.

Common Infrastructure & Services

Data Management

Awareness Raising & Capacity Building

Monitoring & Evaluation Program
Implemented to track the Country’s
Progress (Americas 2020)

PRIORITY ACTION AREAS

Governance & Policies

15 20 25

CATEGORY (%)
Resource Mobilization

Score 5 Score4 mScore3 MScore2 MScorel

Common Infrastructure & Services

Data Management

(%]
<
w
[+
<
2
o)
=
Q
<
-
o
]
o
-8

Awareness Raising & Capacity Building

Governance & Policies

10 20

CATEGORY (%)



=<8 Monitoring & Evaluation Program

COMMITTEE OF EXPERTS ON

GLOBAL GEOSPATIAL
INFORMATION MANAGEMENT

Monitoring & Evaluation Program Implemented
to track Country’s Progress (Asia)

Resource Mobilization

Common Infrastructure & Services

Data Management

Awareness Raising SICERESEE SN Monitoring & Evaluation Program Implemented
to track Country’s Progress (Europe)

PRIORITY ACTION AREAS

Governance & Policies 36

30 40
CATEGORY (%)

Resource Mobilization

Common Infrastructure & Services
Score 5 Score4 M Score3 M Score2 M Scorel

Data Management

Awareness Raising & Capacity Building

PRIORITY ACTION AREAS

Governance & Policies

30
CATEGORY (%)

Score 5 Score4 M Score3 MScore2 MScorel
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COMMITTEE OF EXPERTS ON

GLOBAL GEOSPATIAL
INFORMATION MANAGEMENT

Globally, a combined
71% are at some stage
of implementing the
translation of
geospatial information
and services into easily
understood strategies
and tools that would
aid uptake, adaptation
and adoption; 36% of
this amount are at an
intermediate to
advanced stage, while
29% have not
commenced
implementation or are
not aware of it being
implemented.

B Scorel M Score2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5

Nl m2 m3 174 5

Moo Geospatial information and services are translated
into easily understood strategies and tools

B Scorel M Score2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5

B Scorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5
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UNITED NATIONS A N E
COMMITTEE OF EXPERTS ON o

GLOBAL GEOSPATIAL

INFORMATION MANAGEMENT

o U
A . A - O C
> edlate 10
HMScorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5

CA . A - . A : -

- O )

U /0 C

O O > {0

mH]l m2 m3 4 5

[
)
)

HScorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5

HScorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5




Vi1 DRM-related researches using Gl & Services

UNITED NATIONS
COMMITTEE OF EXPERTS ON

are initiated and managed

INFORMATION MANAGEMENT

Globally, ten
percent (10%)
have however
not commenced
this initiative as
yet, while 17% of
respondents
indicated not
Score 5 being aware of it mScorel MScore2 M Score3
being
implemented. A
combined 73%
are at a beginner
to advanced
stage of

Score 5

Score 4

EmScorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4

implementation,
while 35% of this
amount are at an
intermediate to
advanced stage.

B Scorel M Score2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5
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GLOBAL GEOSPATIAL
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Training programs on the use of Gl & Services

Globally, only 12%
of respondents
indicated a
maximum
category/score of 5
for the development
of training
programmes on the
use of geospatial
information and
services. A
combined 65% are

Score 5 at a beginner to
intermediate stage
of implementation,
of which 36% are at
an intermediate to
advanced stage. A
significant 35% have

however not
commenced or
unaware of the
initiative’s
implementation
status.

EmScorel M Score2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5

HMScorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4

HElm2mE3 4 5

B Scorel M Score2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5
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Existence of a common and accessible
database system (Global)

HmScorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5

Existence of a common and accessible
database system (Asia)

Score 5

Score 4

HScorel MScore2 M Score3

Existence of a common and accessible
database system (Americas 2020)

ml m2 m3 4 5

Existence of a common and accessible
database system (Europe)

Score 5

Score 4

B Scorel M Score2 M Score3




LT National and local DRM plans include hazard,
T vulnerability and disaster risk assessment maps, etc.

COMMITTEE OF EXPERTS ON

GLOBAL GEOSPATIAL
INFORMATION MANAGEMENT

National and local DRM plans include hazard,
vulnerability and disaster risk assessment maps, etc.
(Global

National and local DRM plans include hazard,

vulnerability and disaster risk assessment maps,
etc.(Americas 2020)

Globally, 19% of
respondents indicated a
maximum
category/score of 5,
whereby hazard
vulnerability and disaster
risk assessment maps
etc. occur in existing
national and local DRM
W Scorel MScore?2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5 plans. A combined 74% mEl m2 m3 4 5

reported being at some
stage of implementation,
of which 42% were at National and local DRM plans include

intermediate to hazard, vulnerability and disaster risk

advanced stage of assessment maps, etc.(Europe)
implementation. On the

other hand, 19% have

not commenced, while

7% are unaware of the
existence of such

National and local DRM plans include hazard,
vulnerability and disaster risk assessment
maps, etc. (Asia)

initiatives within their
countries.

B Scorel M Score2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5 B Scorel M Score2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5



A common contact database of national and

UN-GGIM
i local emergency responders

GLOBAL GEOSPATIAL
INFORMATION MANAGEMENT

A common contact database of national
and local emergency responders (Global)

Globally, 21% of
respondents
indicated a
maximum
category/score of 5,
whereby there
exists a common
database of
national and local
emergency

responders. mim2mE34 5

B Scorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5

- A combined 73% R
A common contact database of national reported being at A common contact database of national and local
|

and local emergency responders (Asia) some stage of emergency responders (Europe)

implementation, of

which 40% were at
intermediate to

advanced stage of
implementation.

0 9%

Twenty seven (27%)
have not yet started
or are unaware.

HMScorel M Score2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5 EScore 1 MScore? M Score 3 Score 4 Score 5
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Data management guidelines
incorporates key factors (Global)
Globally, only 7% of
respondents
indicated a
maximum
category/score of 5,
whereby data
management
guidelines that
incorporate key
factors exist. A
S combined 76%
reported being at
some stage of
implementation, of
which 34% were at
intermediate to
advanced stage of
implementation.
Twenty four percent
(24%) have not

HMScorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4

Data management guidelines
incorporates key factors (Asia)

commenced or are
unaware of existing
initiatives.

HMScorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5

Data management guidelines
incorporates key factors

Data management guidelines data sharing; data
classification; data custodianship; data stewardship;
metadata; data security and control; and data backup
and recovery ( ericas 2020)

H]l m2 m3 4 5

Data management guidelines incorporates
key factors (Europe)

HScorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5
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A common infrastructure and facility, particularly a
national operations center is established (Global)

HMScorel M Score2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5

A common infrastructure and facility,
particularly a national operations center is
establishggdalAsia

HMScorel M Score2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5

particularly a national operations center

is established

Globally, 23% of
respondents
indicated a
maximum
category/score of 5,
whereby a common
infrastructure and
facility exists such as
a national operations
centre. A combined
77% reported being
at some stage of
implementation,
while 51% of this
were intermediate to
advanced. Twenty
three percent (23%)
have not
commenced or are
unaware of existing
initiatives.

A common infrastructure and facility, particularly a
national operations center is established
(Amerid v

Hl m2 m3

A common infrastructure and facility,
particularly a national operations center is
established (Europe)

HMScorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5
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oree . A backup facility for online and offline access to
A backup facility for online and seospatial data (Americas 2020)

offline access to geospatial data Globally, 27% of

(Global) respondents

indicated a
maximum
category/score of
5, whereby a
backup facility for
online and offline
access to
geospatial data
exists. A combined
70% reported
being at some o . h
A backup facility for online and offline access to stage of A baCkup faCIIIty for online and offline
geospatial dgieaelAsia) implementation, access to geospatial data (Europe)
while 33% of this
were intermediate
to advanced.
Thirty percent
(30%) have not
commenced or are
unaware of
existing initiatives.

B Scorel MBScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5

HMScorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5 HmScorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5
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Interoperability of all systems and processes in DRM
organizations (Americas 2020)

Interoperability of all systems and processes in DRM
organizations (Global) GIobaIIy, only
9% indicated a
maximum
category/score
of 5. A
combined 55%
reported being
at some stage
of
implementation
, While 18% of
this were
intermediate to
advanced. Forty
five percent
(45%) were
unaware or
have not
commenced.

B Scorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5 El m2 E3 4 5

Interoperability of all systems and
processes in DRM organizations (Europe)

Interoperability of all systems and
processes in DRM organizations (Asia)

Score 5

HMScorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4

B Scorel M Score2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5
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DRM organizations are sensitized on DRM organizations are sensitized on the

. h necessity of funding Gl & Services for DRM
the necessity of funding Gl & Globally, 12% (Americas 2020)

Services for DRM (Global) indicated a

maximum
category/score of
5. A combined
71% reported
being at some

EmScorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5 Stage Of
implementation,

DRM organizations are sensitized on the while 18% of this
necessity of funding Gl & Services for DRM
(Asia)

ml m2 m3 4 5

DRM organizations are sensitized on
were intermediate the necessity of funding Gl &
to advanced. Services for DRM (Europe)
Twenty nine

percent (29%)

were unaware or
have not
commenced.

HMScorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5

B Scorel M Score2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5
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The private sector encouraged to

invest in Gl & Services for DRM Globally, only 8%
(Global) indicated a maximum

category/score of 5,
whereby the private
sector is invited to
invest in geospatial
information and
services in support of
disaster management

B Scorel M Score2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5 initiatives. A
combined 44%
The private sector encouraged to reported being at
invest in Gl & Services for DRM (Asia) some stage of
implementation,
while 18% of this
were intermediate to

advanced. Fifty six
percent (56%) were
unaware or have not
commenced.

B Scorel M Score2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5

]l E2 m3

The private sector encouraged to invest in

4

5

1 The private sector encouraged to invest in
Gl & Services for DRM

Gl & Services for DRM (Europe)

B Scorel M Score2 M Score3

Score 4

Score 5
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five priorities for action

Funding support easily accessible for
implementation of the five priorities for
action (Global)

Globally, only 5%
indicated a
maximum 33%
category/score
of 5, whereby
funding support
is easily 27%
accessible to
facilitate the
Score 5 implementation
of all five priority
areas for action.

HMScorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4

H]l m2 E3 4 )

Funding support easily accessible for Funding support easily accessible for
implementation of the five priorities A combined 53% implementation of the five priorities for
for action (Asia) reported being at action (Europe)
some stage of
implementation,
while 10% of this
were intermediate
to advanced. Forty
seven percent
(47%) were

unaware or have
not commenced. HMScorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5

o 9%

HMScorel MScore2 M Score3 Score 4 Score 5
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* Based on the analysis, it was found that the DRM status across
responding countries differed, as was expected.

* The differences also imply that Members States are at various phases
of the Strategic Framework implementation.

* The results also showed that many countries had previously
developed their own disaster management framework to enhance
the use of geospatial information and services for disaster before
becoming aware of the Strategic Framework.
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* For priority A, governance and policy, most countries scored a high of four
and five, which indicated currentIY being implemented and full policy and
leadership support, open channels of communication and the plans and
programs aiming at making available and accessible all quality geospatial
Information and services. On the other hand, scores for monitoring and
evaluation program to track the country's progress, mutual learning and
exchange of good practice and effective channels where Member States
and others can share technical knowledge were relatively low.

* In terms of priority B, awareness raising and capacity building, there were
no significant differences among the rating accorded to each question. It
was also found that many countries had difficulties in encouraging active
and inclusive role of media and benchmarking and cascading good
practices from other Member States and institutions.

4
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e For priority C, data management, almost half the responding countries,
with a score of five or four, indicated having satisfactory implementation of
common and accessible database systems of baseline geospatial
information and services requirement, hazard, vulnerability and disaster
risk assessment maps, and common contact databases of national and
local emergency responders. In addition, the data showed relatively low
scores for humanitarian profiling and incident scenario building, business
use cases and data product template to aid decision making needs,
integration of geospatial data and statistics in DRM plans and programs, in
addition to adopting and cascading good practices from other Member
States and international organizations locally.
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* An analysis of the ratings accorded to the questions under priority D,
common infrastructure and services, showed that many countries have a
common infrastructure and facility such as a national operation’s centre.
However, in terms of interoperability of all systems and processes, integrity
of established common infrastructures and services, and technical
assistance from other Member States and international organizations
received a relatively low score of one and two on the rating scale.

* For priority E, resource mobilization, the funding situation of the DRM
organizations and academic institutions differed from country to country.
However, it was found that encouraging the private sector to invest and
ease of access to funding to support the five priorities for actions were
accorded relatively low scores in many countries.




(52D UN-GGIM

e e Gaps

* Responding Member States indicated experiencing challenges or gaps in leveraging geospatial data and
related infrastructures. This included a lack of sufficient financial resources or that financial support for
DRM is decentralized at local levels. The identification of sustained sources of funding to support
geospatial information and services integration in DRM activities is a definite need, requiring the
identification of targeted interventions.

 Some communication channels rely on personal network contacts rather than institutional
arrangements. In other cases, communication channels exist but their maturity and operation needed
improvement. A lack of or outdated DRM laws and policies were other challenges identified.

* In addition, the analysis showed that DRR related actions exist but are ad hoc, diffused, intermittent
and not systematized in a roadmap. The integration of geospatial information including EO data for
DRR needs further strengthening. Many countries have coordination and collaboration mechanisms led
by a National Disaster Committee. These gaps and challenges provide opportunities for DRR bodies to
collaborate with stakeholders towards improving their readiness in utilizing geospatial information an
services for disasters.
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e Additionally, the difficulty in advocating for the use of geospatial
information, as many policy makers and stakeholders find it hard to
understand geospatial information and related products. These gaps
and challenges provide opportunities for DRR bodies to collaborate
with countries towards improving their readiness in utilizing
geospatial information and services for disasters.

* Given the situations are different by states, a future task of the
Working Group could be to enhance the mutual learning and
exchange of the good practices due to lower scores throughout the
survey. This has already been included in our work plan.
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 Working Group recognizes the need for forged synergies, collaboration and
coordination through partnership between the National Disaster Agencies (NDA)
and the National Geospatial Agencies. This approach is therefore highly
Ir:ecommenkded and encouraged to ensure the actioning of the Strategic
ramework.

* Given the need for representatives of both the National Disaster Agencies (NDA)
and the National Geospatial Agencies of Member States, it is recommended that
fields be facilitated to capture the details of a ‘orimary representative from each
entity that would have contributed to the completion of the Assessment Survey.

 The Working Group invites Member States to make recommendations regarding
how the Assessment Survey can be improved to support its use in monitoring the
Strategic Framework’s implementation.
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* The Working Group invites Member States to openly share challenges
being experienced as they strive to commence or/and advance the
implementation of the various priority areas.

* Additionally, the Working Group encourages Member States who
have made progress across the priority areas, to share their strategies
and good practices employed for the various Strategic Framework
priority initiatives with other Member States.
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* There were no responses to the survey from the Arab States. The Committee of Experts is invited to consider
whether the Working Group should re-open the survey and invite all Arab States Member States to

contribute. Upon the receipt of these contributions, analysis could then be pursued and findings presented
for this region.

 The Committee of Experts is invited to consider whether the Working Group should facilitate case studies for
select Member States. This would provide the opportunity to share their progress among the priority areas,

strategies, approaches and good practices employed, benefits observed, challenges experienced and
solutions employed or in progress.

* Although there were only four responding Member States from the African region, therefore not reflecting a
representative sample, the Committee of Experts is invited to consider whether analysis and presentation of
findings procedures should be conducted for these Member States. An alternate consideration would be to
re-open the survey and invite non-responding Member States to contribute. Upon the receipt of addition
contributions, analysis could then be pursued and findings presented for this region.
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* There were no responses to the survey from the Arab States. The
Committee of Experts is invited to consider whether the Working Group
should re-open the survey and invite all Arab States Member States to
contribute. Upon the receipt of these contributions, analysis could then be
pursued and findings presented for this region.

* Thirty eight (38) questions were posited under the five priority areas of the
Strategic Framework Assessment Survey. Of this, 19 core questions were
analyzed for the purposes of this background paper, given their level of
significant and relevance, in addition to their incorporation of or influence
on the other related questions. The Committee of Experts is invited to
consider whether the Working Group should facilitate the analysis and
presentation of findings procedures for these additional areas/questions.
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* Moving Forward the Working Group invites the Committee of Experts to
determine the frequency within which the Strategic Framework
Assessment Survey should be globally administered among Member States,
analyzed and findings presented to support the continued monitoring and
implementation of the Strategic Framework, as a strategic geospatial
support for the Sendai Framework.

* Moving Forward the Working Group looks forward to producing a second
edition of the “Assessment 2020 Results - Strategic Framework on
Geospatial Information and Services for Disasters,” within 2021/2022, for
sharing with the Member States and presenting to the Committee of
Experts for consideration at its 12t Session in 2022.
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