Joint Response on the Ad hoc committee on risk and disaster management working document from FIG, GSDI and ICA nominees
Dear Orhan,

On October 8th, Assoc Prof Dr Milan Konecny, Assoc Prof Abbas Rajabifard, and Dr David Mitchell met up at Melbourne University to discuss the Ad-Hoc Committee and the working documents. We generally were in agreement and felt that a joint response would be of more benefit.

Overall we support the document and make the following comments.

Some general comments are:
1. The scope should not be limited to early warning and the “onset and course” of natural disasters. There is much that can be done, supported by geospatial information, well in advance of a natural disaster that can dramatically reduce the vulnerability of communities to natural disasters. For example, hazard mapping, assessment of tenure security and education of the households most at risk is of great significance.

2. We should be clear about whether the scope includes developed and developing countries as the needs for geospatial information, the infrastructure to support the use of this information and the amount of information available are different in different countries. In many ways the most vulnerable people live in the poorest countries, and may of the most vulnerable live in informal settlements.

3. Introduction. Generally ok, but we believe it is important to be clear about key terms such as “risk”, “vulnerability”, “adaptation” and “disaster management”. We also consider that the scope should be widened to include climate change and natural disaster mitigation work that occurs well in advance of the occurrence of a natural disaster.  We agree with the comment on the use of earth observation satellites, and satellite positioning and would like also to add the institutional and systems aspect such as SDI, spatially enabling government to make decisions, and also the understanding of the links between land tenure, land use control, vulnerability and natural disasters. All these involve geospatial technology and data.
4. Mission – Once again this scope should be expanded to include all countries and to consider the wider timelines mentioned earlier. We strongly support the need for early warning and its importance but believe the mission of this committee should be wider. The basic elements to the “Effective Early Warning System” seem sound, but each of the four stages could apply to more than early warning.

5. We also believe we should consider what each Information Society can offer and include this in the mission. We have outlined the key points for FIG, ICA and GSDI below. By framing the mission to be consistent with our “strengths” we have more likelihood of a stronger outcome.
6. Gi4DM conferences – We support the work at the conference in Prague in 2009 and Vienna in 2010 but would like this mission to be included in all the major conference events of each of the information societies in 2009 and 2010.  This would allow the dialogue to continue at these events and each of the nominees could take responsibility for exchanging knowledge such as relevant papers and case studies presented at their society’s conference.

7. Ad hoc committee meetings, panned meetings and final outcomes – We support the majority of the work being undertaken through email discussion, and the outcome of a report, executive summary, and a JBGIS Common Communiqué. We also believe that the outcomes of this Report and Communique should be very practical, take account of the best current approaches, involve the results of some new research, and be presented in manner that is suited to key decision-makers and Ministers in the areas of risk and disaster management. We also believe it should have enough “bite” to make an impact.
What ICA can offer to the Ad-hoc Committee

The ICA has a Working Group on Cartography on Early Warning and Crisis Management. This working group is chaired by Milan Konecný and Milan is organising a Joint Symposium on Cartography and Geoinformatics for Early Warning and Emergency Management. The working group and this symposium will include much discussion relevant to the work of the Ad-hoc committee and the development of the JBGIS Common Communique. The main themes of the working group and symposium are:

· The state of cartographic modelling incorporating modern information and communication technologies (including the role of mobile and alternative mapping technologies) in Early Warning and Crises Management of natural disasters (tsunamies, fires, floods, etc.) and anthropogenic disasters (epidemics– avian flu, cholera, etc.)

·  Developing paradigms of action; 

·  Exchange of best practices for activities in the field (such as aid and disaster relief) (interoperability and standardization of approaches, using of Web, Internet, mobile tools);

· Avoidance of shortcuts in crises situations – methodology, experiences, perspectives);

· Sharing and standardizing of data on material reserves and potential human provisions (e.g., strengthening Spatial Data Infrastructures (SDI)), to meet users’ needs in crisis situations;

· Interconnection between current OGC/ISO activities and crisis management (catalogue services, effective data retrieval and management).

New cartographic approaches such as adaptable and context mapping are giving new possibilities to visualize on-line crises management and early warning processes and offer solutions in the form of visualized models . 
SDIs are necessary preconditions to create effective system of services which will support decision makers by visualized information in digital or analogue forms according to agreed standards as well as work for inhabitants in the situations of danger by delivering just in time and individualised information which could help inhabitants to solve situation or evacuate. 
The deeper cooperation of public and private sector is expected especially in the development of SDIs on the local, regional, and state levels.
What GSDI can offer to the Ad-hoc Committee

GSDI Association is also very interested in this area as the purpose of the organization is to promote international cooperation and collaboration in support of local, national and international spatial data infrastructure (SDI) developments which is an enabling platform to facilitate data sharing and data integration to support nations to improve their decision making and also to better address social, economic, and environmental issues and in particular to different application areas such as risk and disaster management. The Association also through its members and working groups work on the design and development of SDI platform and its requirements (conceptually, technically, and other non-technical aspects) in which it can contribute to the risk and disaster management. 
In addition, majority of publications and workshops as part of GSDI conference serries are related to the spatial data collection and management, policies, technical aspects, SDI design and development, SDI application areas which are potentially related to the topic of risk and disaster management disciplines.  
What FIG can offer to the Ad-hoc Committee

FIG has a keen interest in this area and accordingly published the Costa Rica Declaration: Pro-poor Coastal Zone Management in June 2008. This document outlines the key conflicts in coastal zones, land tenure and property rights issues in coastal areas, the relationship between land tenure and resilience to natural disasters, managing access to land and the use and allocation of land in coastal areas, and building institutional and professional capacity. 

There have also been a series of FIG publications on spatial information management and sustainable cities that have some relevance. All these policies operate at a strategic level, but we also have expertise at the technical level.

Commission 3 (Spatial Information Management), Commission 4 (Hydrography), Commission 7 (Cadastre and Land Management) and Commission 8 (Spatial Planning and Development) all have a strong interest in risk and disaster management.

We are able to provide input on:

· The use of geospatial information in risk management and disaster management.
· Earth observation satellite technologies

· Satellite-based positioning technologies

· Spatial data infrastructures - data models, standards, availability and legal aspects, management of spatial knowledge 

· The impacts on organisational structures, business models, professional practice and administration 

· Management of spatial information supporting sustainable development. 

· Marine information systems

· Land administration – land tenure security and property rights

· Land Management - land policy and land policy instruments, land markets, land use planning, land taxation 
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