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Executive Summary 

In	the	face	of	slow	and	uneven	implementation	of	the	Paris	Agreement,	and	as	the	agreement’s	targets	
are	criticized	for	lack	of	ambition,	the	average	global	temperature	increase	is	likely	to	exceed	the	target	
of	2°C	compared	to	pre-industrial	levels.	Working	on	adaptation	to	climate	change	has	never	been	more	
urgent,	 and	 may	 be	 the	 largest	 challenge	 ahead	 for	 governments	 and	 people.	 The	 United	 Nations	
Framework	 Convention	 on	 Climate	 Change	 (UNFCCC)’s	 call	 for	 comprehensive	 risk	management	 as	 a	
strategy	 to	 advance	 the	adaptation	agenda	prompts	 a	discussion	on	how	concepts	 such	as	 resilience,	
adaptation	and	risk	management	interact	and	contribute	to	each	other,	and	to	what	extent	the	notion	of	
a	‘resilience	continuum’	cutting	across	analytical	lenses,	actors	and	tools	associated	with	each	concept,	
can	advance	and	accelerate	the	implementation	of	the	Paris	Agreement	and	the	Sustainable	Development	
Goals	(SDGs).		

Responding	 to	 this	 call,	 the	 Global	 Development	 Network	 (GDN),	 together	 with	 the	 Stockholm	
Environment	 Institute	 (SEI),	 Action	 on	 Climate	 Today	 (ACT),	 the	 UNFCCC	 and	 the	 Institute	 for	 Global	
Environmental	Strategies	(IGES),	convened	33	experts	from	23	key	institutions	to	discuss	these	issues	in	
New	Delhi	on	September	15th	and	16th	2017.	The	Expert	Consultation	was	part	of	a	developing	Action	
Pledge	for	the	Nairobi	Work	Program	on	impacts,	vulnerability	and	adaptation	to	climate	change	(NWP)	
of	the	UNFCCC.	

This	 document	 presents	 the	 key	 courses	 of	 action	 identified	 by	 the	 participants	 during	 this	 Expert	
Consultation.	In	particular,	four	key	messages	emerged:	

1. The	linkages	between	sustainable	development	and	adaptation	need	to	be	made	more	explicit.	
The	concept	of	resilience	can	work	as	the	connector	between	different	discourses.	

2. Systematically	understanding	the	points	of	overlap	between	resilience	work,	adaptation	work	and	
comprehensive	risk	management	can	boost	the	way	we	address	 impacts	 from	climate	change,	
optimize	investment	and	build	people’s	longer-term	resilience.	

3. Financing	 resilience	 requires	 taking	 into	 account	 broad,	 non-technical	 considerations,	 in	
connection	with	technical	financial	discussions.	

4. There	 is	 a	 need	 to	 strengthen	 knowledge	 on	 resilience,	 and	 explore	 the	 concept	 from	 the	
perspective	of	equity	and	power,	to	inform	government	action	particularly	at	the	local	level.	

	
The	Consultation	highlighted	the	lack	of	an	integrated	and	practical	framework	to	support	governments’	
work	on	resilience,	adaptation	and	risk	management.	Throughout	the	meeting,	the	importance	of	building	
such	 a	 framework	 was	 stressed	 multiple	 times,	 and	 discussions	 pointed	 to	 the	 role	 an	 integrated	
framework	could	play	in	enabling	a	decision-making	mindset	that	weighs	the	comparative	advantages	of	
pre-emptive	and	contingent	measures	to	manage	climate	change-related	risk	and	 impacts.	Developing	
and	implementing	a	research	agenda	that	can	inform	the	design	of	this	framework,	in	line	with	the	key	
messages	above,	was	highlighted	as	an	urgent	next	step	for	the	adaptation	community. 
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The Resilience Continuum:  Comprehensive Risk Management in the Face of 
Climate Change 

As	governments	face	growing	calls	to	implement	the	Paris	Agreement,	and	as	the	agreement’s	targets	are	
criticized	 for	 lack	 of	 ambition,	 key	 strategies	 to	 tackle	 climate	 change	 are	 adapting	when	 and	where	
possible,	 building	 resilience,	 and	 transforming	 further	 when	 adaptation	 and	 resilience	 do	 not	 work.1	
UNFCCC’s	 call	 for	 comprehensive	 risk	 management	 as	 a	 strategy	 to	 advance	 the	 adaptation	 agenda	
prompts	a	discussion	on	how	these	three	concepts	-	resilience,	adaptation	and	risk	management	-	interact	
in	practice,	how	they	contribute	to	each	other,	and	to	what	extent	the	notion	of	a	‘resilience	continuum’	
cutting	across	analytical	lenses,	actors	and	tools	associated	with	each	concept	can	advance	and		accelerate	
the	 implementation	of	 the	Paris	Agreement	 and	 the	 Sustainable	Development	Goals	 (SDGs)	by	 taking	
comprehensive	care	of	climate-related	risk.		

Following	 a	 brief	 introduction	 of	 the	 three	 concepts	 discussed,	 this	 report	 presents	 4	 key	 clusters	 of	
discussion	that	emerged	from	the	consultation.	

Introduction.	 The	 concepts	 of	 adaptation,	 resilience	 and	 risk	 management	 have	 been	 the	 focus	 of	
theoretical	debate	over	time	and	across	a	number	of	disciplines,	and	they	have	recently	permeated	the	
climate	change	debate:	

● Increasing	 climate	 resilience	 is	 the	 overall	 goal	 and	 yardstick	 against	 which	much	 of	 climate	
change	effort	will	ultimately	be	evaluated.	Climate	resilience	build-up	 is	an	outcome	of	efforts	
that	span	levels	(individual,	organizational,	community	and	country),	sectors	and	disciplines.		

● Adapting	to	climate	change	encompasses	a	broad	range	of	actions	that	address	actual	or	expected	
climate	 change	 consequences	 or	 changing	 environmental	 challenges,	 in	 natural	 or	 human	
systems,	by	adjusting	and/or	exploiting	beneficial	opportunities,	and	reducing	the	vulnerability	of	
populations	and	systems	to	both	slow-	and	quick-onset	climate-related	events.	

● Risk	management	is	a	specific	approach	to	assess,	transfer	or	share	risks,	to	prevent	impacts	on	
people,	livelihoods	and	economies,	and	lessen	suffering	in	the	case	of	both	slow-	and	quick-onset	
climate-related	 impacts.	 This	 concept	 goes	 beyond	 disaster	 risk	 reduction	 (DRR),	 which	
encompasses	systematic	efforts	to	identify,	analyse	and	manage	the	causal	factors	of	disasters	
(reduce	exposure,	lessen	vulnerability,	efficiently	manage	land	and	the	environment,	and	improve	
preparedness)	and	respond	and	recover	from	disastrous	events.	Comprehensive	management	of	
risks	implies	the	systematic	use	of	risk	management	tools	to	reduce,	transfer/share	or	accept	and	
address	all	known	risks.	

	

																																																													
1	The	2030	Agenda	for	Sustainable	Development	identifies	strengthening	resilience	has	a	target	of	SDG	1	
and	SDG	13.	The	first	reference	is	to	(1.5)	“reduc[ing]	the[]	exposure	and	vulnerability	[of	the	poor	and	
those	in	vulnerable	situations]	to	climate-related	extreme	events	and	other	economic,	social	and	
environmental	shocks	and	disasters’;	the	second	explicit	reference	(13.1)	is	to	‘strengthen[ing]	resilience	
and	adaptive	capacity	to	climate-related	hazards	and	natural	disasters	in	all	countries.’		
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The	overlap	between	work	on	these	three	concepts	is	a	strong	reminder	that	responses	to	climate	change	
are	squarely	part	of	broader	development	debates	and	efforts.		The	practical	implications	of	the	overlap	
between	the	concepts	of	adaptation,	resilience	and	risk	management	were	at	the	centre	of	the	Expert	
Consultation	 “The	 Resilience	 Continuum:	 	 Comprehensive	 Risk	 Management	 in	 the	 Face	 of	 Climate	
Change”,	 organized	 by	 the	 Global	 Development	 Network	 (GDN),	 together	 with	 the	 Stockholm	
Environment	 Institute	 (SEI),	 Action	 on	 Climate	 Today	 (ACT),	 the	 UNFCCC	 and	 the	 Institute	 for	 Global	
Environmental	 Strategies	 (IGES),	 in	 New	 Delhi	 on	 September	 15th	 and	 16th,	 2017.	 The	 consultation	
brought	together	33	experts	representing	research	institutions,	NGOs,	networks	and	regional	policy	actors	
in	climate	change	finance.		

Four	key	discussion	clusters.	The	rest	of	the	document	presents	four	key	discussion	clusters	that	emerged	
from	 the	 review	 of	 a	 broad	 range	 of	 measures	 and	 actions	 in	 the	 toolbox	 of	 resilience	 and	 risk	
management	for	climate	change	adaptation.		

	
1. The	linkages	between	sustainable	development	and	adaptation	need	to	be	made	more	explicit.	

The	concept	of	resilience	can	work	as	the	connector	between	different	discourses.	
	

The	interdependence	between	sustainable	development	and	adaptation	is	most	significant	in	two	ways:	

	In	the	21st	century,	development	without	adaption	is	at	great	risk	of	becoming	“mal-development.”	

Development	that	does	not	consider	climate	change	cannot	be	effective.	There	is	no	effective	risk	
management	outside	of	 development	 ‘done	 right’,	 either.	Development	efforts	 can	 generate	new	
risks	 faster	 than	 they	 can	 build	 resilience,	 worsening	 climate	 impacts,	 and	 requiring	 that	 some	
development	be	undone.	The	 relationship	between	climate	change,	 risk	and	development	work	 is	
complex,	 and	 requires	 a	 common	 mindset	 to	 be	 addressed	 at	 the	 points	 of	 policy	 design	 and	
implementation.			
The	 concept	 of	 resilience	 can	 be	 useful	 to	 support	 a	 decision-making	mindset	 that	 looks	 at	 the	
practical	challenge	of	adaptation	as	a	‘continuum’.	An	integrated	framework	is	necessary	to	weigh	the	
respective	comparative	advantages	and	disadvantages	of	clusters	of	actions:	pre-emptive	investments	
in	adaptation	measures	on	one	hand,	and	contingent	measures	for	the	remaining	risk	on	the	other.		
Linking	 adaptation	 to	 development	more	 closely	 can	 also	 empower	 communities	 to	 build	 their	
resilience	 and	 manage	 their	 risks	 more	 effectively,	 building	 increased	 adaptive	 capacity	 locally.	
Communities	are	key	decision-makers	in	adaptation.	Resilience	that	is	not	inclusive	and	equitable	will	
not	 work:	 vulnerable	 groups,	 women,	 youth	 and	 local	 communities	 should	 be	 at	 the	 centre	 of	
resilience	action,	decision-making	processes	and	deliberation.	
	

Mainstreaming	 adaptation	within	 development	 strategies	will	 require	 even	more	 convening	 power,	
data,	and	new	tools	(including	budgeting	tools).	This	is	how	it	will	identify	and	create	new	opportunities.	

Convening	 power	 is	 key.	 Technical	 discussion	 can	 alienate	 stakeholders.	 Going	 forward	 in	 the	
adaptation	agenda	requires	merging	technical	debates	with	deliberations	about	development	choices	
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that	include	a	wide	range	of	stakeholders.	Decentralized	planning	offers	an	important	opportunity.	
NGOs	 working	 at	 the	 community	 level	 are	 best	 placed	 to	 explore	 the	 overlap	 of	 development,	
adaptation,	equity	and	self-reliance	as	part	of	their	programming.	This	work	will	flourish	if	brought	
within	the	fold	of	larger	initiatives	that	aim	to	strengthen	resilience	on	greater	scales,	making	the	most	
of	decentralized	decision-making	democratic	process	at	country	level.	Decentralization,	participation	
and	adaptation	need	to	be	addressed	together,	and	we	need	to	know	much	more	about	what	kind	of	
decentralized	 planning	 strengthens	 communities’	 resilience.	 Mainstreaming	 effectively	
comprehensive	risk	management	will	depend	to	a	large	extent	on	the	inclusivity	of	these	efforts.	
	
Providing	data	on	efforts	 that	 link	 local	 adaptation	with	development	 is	of	 great	 importance	 to	
understand	and	identify	the	costs	of	policies	which	could	potentially	undermine	resilience.	There	is	
huge	potential	in	mainstreaming	disaster	risk	information	and	bringing	it	to	the	people.	Risk-based	
management	 approaches	 and	 decisions	 depend	mainly	 on	 the	 assessment	 and	 understanding	 of	
potential	 threats,	 source	 vulnerabilities	 and	 impacts.	 This	 potential	 is	 furthered	 by	 connecting	
scientific	 knowledge	 with	 local	 understanding	 of	 climate	 projections,	 risks	 and	 trends,	 and	 by	
communicating	it	in	an	actionable	and	usable	format.	Data	needs	to	be	client-centred	and	accessible.	
Information,	knowledge	and	analytics	can	be	used	by	individuals	and	communities	at	the	very	local	
level	 to	 build	 their	 resilience	 and	 self-reliance.	 This	 won’t	 happen	 unless	 information	 is	 geared	
towards	 local	 impacts,	 and	 is	 practical	 and	 relevant	 to	people	 and	 communities.	 Information	and	
Communication	Technology	 (ICT)	 is	proving	 to	be	an	 increasingly	 important	programmatic	 tool	 in	
managing	risks	linked	to	disasters,	and	it	must	be	used	to	engage	communities	in	a	participatory	way	
as	part	of	larger	development	debates.	
	
Practical	tools	need	to	work	across	scales	and	issues.	Decision-makers	should	consider	the	linkages	
among	 livelihoods,	 ecosystems	 and	 climate	 change	 in	 order	 to	 build	 the	 adaptive	 capacity	 of	 all	
communities.	Discussions	on	water,	livestock	and	agriculture;	or	heritage,	livelihoods	and	education;	
or	again	food	security,	weather	patterns,	human	security	and	livelihood	diversification,	should	all	be	
possible.	Policy-makers	need	the	tools	and	knowledge	to	do	so,	at	the	local	and	national	level.	There	
is	a	need	to	understand	the	economic	impact	of	climate	change	and	look	at	government	budgets	
through	a	resilience	lens.	This	includes	(i)	estimating	loss	and	damages,	(ii)	estimating	the	amount	of	
government	budget	dedicated	to	climate	expenditures	and	more	particularly	adaptation	programs,	
(iii)	estimating	future	available	financing	and	(iv)	estimating	the	adaptation	gap.	

	

2. Systematically	understanding	the	points	of	overlap	between	resilience	work,	adaptation	work	
and	 comprehensive	 risk	management	 can	 boost	 the	 way	 we	 address	 impacts	 from	 climate	
change,	improve	investment	and	build	resilience.	
	

Identifying	the	threshold	between	prevention	and	reaction	that	works	locally,	is	key.	Policy-makers	
decide	what	level	of	risk	management	is	compulsory,	and	what	level	of	response	or	loss	and	damage	
mechanism	 to	 put	 in	 place.	 Governments’	 habit	 of	 responding	 to	 disaster	 often	 biases	 threshold	
decisions	based	on	the	latest	events,	or	on	risk	management	trends	developed	and	debated	regionally	
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and	internationally.	The	question	of	where	to	draw	the	threshold	between	prevention	and	response	
cannot	 however	 be	 based	 on	 past	 events.	 An	 integrated	 framework	 to	 interpret	 and	 organize	
information	 locally	 available	 in	 support	 for	 climate	 change	 related	 decisions	 could	 enable	 policy-
maker	to	make	the	most	of	existing	knowledge.	

	
3. Financing	 resilience	 requires	 taking	 into	 account	 broad,	 non-technical	 considerations,	 in	

connection	with	technical	financial	discussions.		
	

Investing	in	disaster	risk	management	and	resilience	generates	wider	development	co-benefits	
(economic,	social	and	environmental).	Understanding	local	contexts	is	necessary	to	account	for	
these	co-benefits.	In	order	to	adapt,	we	need	to	create	incentives	to	invest	in	adaptation	measures	
and	trigger	risk	reduction	in	the	long	term.	The	role	of	international	climate	funds	needs	to	be	
understood	better,	too.	Climate	funds	can	contribute	to	fill	the	financing	adaptation	gap.	However,	
we	need	to	consider	that	accessing	these	instruments	is	not	always	easy	for	developing	countries.	
Linking	the	policy	discourse	and	the	funds	to	implementation	capacity	remains	a	challenge.	
Matching	funds	to	implement	programs	and	policy	is	critical,	not	only	in	the	government	sector:	
building	weather	related	insurance	models,	for	example,	is	challenging.	Limited	availability	of	data	
prevents	companies	from	offering	insurance,	or	pushes	premiums	higher.		

At	the	individual	level,	little	is	still	known	on	how	people	and	groups	handle	risk,	and	what	shapes	
behaviour	in	the	face	of	proven	risks.	Financial	instruments	and	literacy	can	help	with	behaviour	
change,	but	much	remains	to	be	understood	regarding	how	and	when	people	adopt	specific	
instruments,	for	how	long,	and	whether	they	build	their	resilience.	Financial	tools	can	shorten	the	
amount	of	time	needed	to	bounce	back	or	even	go	to	a	better	state.	Tools	such	as	micro-credit	and	
cash	transfers	are	widespread	but	micro-insurance	is	not	scaling	up.	This	means	that	the	
effectiveness	of	social	safety	nets	currently	available	for	resilience	and	risk	reduction	needs	to	be	
assessed	more	thoroughly.	We	need	to	understand	why	and	if	people	can	access,	afford	and	adopt	
these	types	of	products.	

	

4. There	 is	 a	 need	 to	 strengthen	 knowledge	 on	 resilience,	 and	 explore	 the	 concept	 from	 the	
perspective	of	equity	and	power,	to	inform	government	action	particularly	at	the	local	level.	
	

Knowledge	generation	around	resilience	is	key	to	adaptation,	and	more	effort	is	needed	in	at	least	four	
directions:	

		
Timeframes	need	to	take	into	account	longer-term	horizons,	and	a	contextualized	understanding	of	how	
change	happens	and	decisions	are	made.	

Change	happens	over	the	 long	term.	Building	resilience	cannot	compromise	addressing	exclusion,	
inequality,	and	a	candid	analysis	of	power.	We	need	to	know	more	about	how	change	happens	locally,	
beyond	the	notion	of	standard	tools	and	toolboxes,	to	get	adaptation	right	over	the	long	term.	This	
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applies,	for	example,	to	norms	for	infrastructure	design:	strengthening	resilience	implies	taking	for	
granted	 the	 long-term	effect	 of	 interventions	 on	 the	 collective	 use	of	 infrastructure,	planning	 for	
failure	 in	 a	 way	 that	 does	 not	 disproportionately	 affect	 some	 groups	 over	 others.	 This	 requires	
developing	the	practice	of	 interdisciplinarity,	overcoming	the	division	between	climate	and	social	
sciences.		

Education	 and	 local	 research	 have	 a	 key	 role	 in	 strengthening	 the	 resilience	 of	 individuals	 and	
communities	and	in	changing	both	behaviour	and	perception	through	better	evidence	and	awareness.		

Education	 is	complementary	 to	 ‘hard	approaches’	 to	 resilience	building.	Soft	approaches	such	as	
climate	 change	 education,	 along	 with	 research,	 form	 the	 basic	 premise	 for	 identifying	 risks	 and	
developing	solutions	that	work.	Linking	climate	change	action	to	education	is	a	multiplier,	both	for	
knowledge	and	 for	 implementation	of	action.	Mainstreaming	disaster	 risk	 reduction	 in	education	
and	research	policies	is	key	to	managing	risks	more	efficiently,	too.	Decision-makers	should	support	
institutes	of	higher	education	 in	 the	research	of	disaster	 risk	 reduction	and	 its	professionalization.	
Educational	institutes	play	a	huge	role	in	developing	skillsets	and	trainings	that	efficiently	reduce	risks.	
Fostering	research	to	further	understand	the	complexity	of	working	on	resilience,	adaptation	and	
risk	management	in	a	coordinated	way	is	essential.	Excellence	in	research,	including	research	outside	
government,	is	key	to	feed	the	policy	debate	with	evidence	that	can	advance	adaptation	action.	

	
This	knowledge	needs	to	be	contextualized,	locally	produced	and	globally	connected.	

Decision-makers	rely	heavily	on	the	timely	availability	of	information.	This	information	needs	to	be	
locally	relevant,	and	of	high	quality,	to	be	useful.	Decision-makers	need	to	strike	a	balance	between	
potential	benefits	and	estimated	investments	in	specific	actions.	Policy	choices	will	be	influenced	by	
research	 that	 can	 practically	 address	 these	 dimensions.	 Evidence	 produced	 locally	 is	 often	more	
easily	 legitimized.	 Local	 researchers	 are	 best	 placed	 to	 understand	 the	 imperatives	 and	 political	
economy	of	local	decision-making.	
We	 can’t	 forget	 that	 local	 communities	 hold	 a	 significant	 amount	 of	 knowledge.	 Assessing	 how	
communities	define	and	experience	resilience	is	an	important	part	of	identifying	knowledge	gaps	and	
maladaptation	actions.	Communities	and	local	academia	need	to	be	included	in	the	decision-making	
process.	Encouraging	the	development	of	local,	quality	debates	on	climate-related	decision-making	
and	its	key	drivers	(inequality,	poverty,	development,	governance	and	power	distribution)	can	help	
reduce	unintended	consequences	of	adaptation.	

	
Beyond	knowledge	production,	we	also	need	to	look	at	how	decisions	are	made.	

More	knowledge	on	how	decisions	are	made	is	needed	to	 improve	adaptation	efforts.	We	know	
little	about	the	political	economy	of	decision-making	for	climate	change	action.	What	makes	a	policy-
maker	prioritize	adaptation	over	other	interests?	
More	knowledge	is	needed	on	how	people	choose	and	why.	Existing	knowledge	regarding	people’s	
behaviour	and	choices	–	individual	and	collective	-	in	the	face	of	risks	is	still	limited.	We	know	little	
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about	the	interaction	of	information,	incentives,	bias	and	regulation	in	people’s	choices	to	act.	This	
has	important	implications	for	the	choice	and	implementation	of	adaptation	initiatives.	

	
	

Next Steps 

The	Consultation	stressed	that	a	practical	framework	to	effectively	support	governments	in	working	
on	 resilience,	 adaptation	 and	 risk	 management	 in	 a	 coherent	 and	 coordinated	 way	 is	 currently	
missing.	Throughout	 the	meeting,	 the	 importance	of	building	such	a	 framework	 in	a	way	that	 it	 is	
responsive	to	different	approaches	to	resilience,	and	to	work	across	geographies,	scale	and	issues,	
was	stressed	multiple	times.	We	need	to	develop	and	implement	a	research	agenda	that	deepens	our	
understanding	 of	 the	 conditions	 of	 such	 ‘practicality’,	 which	 starts	 from	 a	 contextualised	
understanding	of	how	decisions	on	adaptation	are	made,	and	how	they	relate	to	decision-making	for	
development.		

Proposed	next	steps	(Action	Pledge):	

1. Developing	and	implementing	a	research	agenda	(catalysing	actions	and	supporters,	promoting	
and	coordinating	research,	integrating	results	in	a	practical	framework).	

2. Designing	a	multidimensional	figure/graphic	that	presents	different	strategies	and	boundaries	of	
the	resilience	continuum	in	a	Decision-Making	for	Resilience	(DM4R)	toolbox.		

3. Piloting	the	framework	with	government	actors	in	charge	of	development,	and	following	up	these	
pilots	with	further	research	to	improve	the	framework.		
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BACKGROUND	

The notion of systemic resilience lies at the heart of all climate change initiatives. As 
countries scale up their adaptation action in line with the more ambitious UNFCCC process 
and its Paris Agreement, a comprehensive approach to climate risk management becomes 
essential. In this context, the way agencies –  national and subnational governments, 
multilateral institutions, humanitarian organizations, universities –  use their respective 
comparative advantages to optimize the balance between actions effected through pre-
emptive investments in adaptation measures, and others that centre on contingent measures 
on the remaining risk, will ensure that societies remain resilient. 

In conceptual terms, we can consider all policy and planning discussions in this space to lie 
along an ex ante and ex post continuum, i.e. what should be done to avoid or prepare for 
climate shocks, and what should be done to minimize or mitigate the damage. Typical pre-
emptive actions may include climate-proofing infrastructure, building protective measures, 
raising awareness and improving early warning systems, mainstreaming adaptation into 
planning, revising land zoning regulations, water harvesting projects, and changing cultivars, 
for example. The contingent suite of actions includes safety net functions that hasten 
rehabilitation, like insurance and innovative financial tools, as well as loss acceptance. These 
would typically resort to cost–benefit considerations and probability of losses in the 
optimization effort. But there are other factors that affect the need for contingent 
arrangements, for example: 

● Unforeseen impacts or magnitude 	

● Impacts of transboundary action such as upstream water retention operations in 
shared river basins 	

● Impacts in other countries leading to indirect effects in the country under 
consideration 	

● Responses contingent on future transboundary action 	

● Absence of full feasibility of action –  technologically, economically, or socially	

 

MOTIVATION 

This meeting will gather experts from international organizations, NGOs, academics and 
governments to discuss and share experiences in the context of the resilience continuum. 
Participants will identify how they have addressed the challenges and benefits from 
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investing in pre-emptive measures, disaster preparedness and education and/or in 
contingent actions to deal with the aftermath of adverse impacts of climate change, and 
what factors they considered in balancing both aspects.  

Actual examples from lived experiences on the ground are promising entry points for 
developing the optimal policy mix for countries between pre-emptive and contingent 
measures to cope with climate change. Methodologies would also consider spatial and 
temporal distributional effects of policy benefits, feedback loops (induced by insurance 
premiums), culturally induced levels of risk aversion, as well as linkages with the global 
mitigation trajectory. 

 

OBJECTIVES AND OUTPUT 

● Advance the thinking on the resilience continuum in the context of comprehensive 
climate change risk management	

● Explore how stakeholders can collaboratively develop methodologies and 
specialized policy and planning instruments to foster comprehensive adaptation to 
climate change within the context of the resilience continuum	

● Draft a priority list/document containing the outcomes of the deliberations, including 
concrete steps	

 

OUTCOMES 

As a result of the discussions, the experts will be able to share and identify a range of inputs 
for policy including: specific relevant lessons from examples on the ground, concrete steps, 
common ground, common tools and synergies. 

The results and conclusions from the consultation will foster more integrated efforts 
towards operationalizing the resilience continuum within the framework of climate change 
and adaptation strategies. Practitioners will also be able to identify entry points for 
comprehensive resilience strategies. Furthering this optimization process is an important 
element of country support. Results and conclusions from the consultation will feed into the 
COP 23 discussions in November this year. 
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The Resilience Continuum Day 1 –  Policy, Planning, Implementation and 
Support Schemes 

 
September 15, 2017 
09:00 - 9:30 
 

 
Opening Session  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Keynote Speech 

 
Pierre Jacquet, President of Global Development Network 

 
Youssef Nassef, Director of the Adaptation Programme, United Nations 
Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) 
 
Jyoti K Parikh, Executive Director, Integrated Research for Action and 
Development (IRADe) 
 
Shri Kamal Kishore, Member, National Disaster Management Authority 
(NDMA) 
 

 
09:30 - 09:45 
 

 
Coffee Break 

  
 
09:45 – 11:45 
 

 
Consultation: Policy and Planning 
 

  
Objective: Identify the cost benefits of adapting/reducing risk versus 
recovery or post hoc management, and the key entry points for 
reducing risk and building resilience within key development sectors. 
 
Moderator: Pierre Bertrand, Senior Program Associate, Global 
Development Network  
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Albert Salamanca, Coordinator, SEI Initiative on Transforming 
Development and Disaster Risk, Stockholm Environment Institute (SEI) 

 
Satoko Yano, Programme Specialist in Education, United Nations 
Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) 
 
Thomas Tanner, Research Associate on Adaptation and Resilience, 
Overseas Development Institute (ODI) 
 
Chubamenla Jamir, Assistant Professor at the Department of Energy 
and Environment, TERI University 
 
Marcella D’Souza, Executive Director, Watershed Organization Trust 
(WOTR) 
 
Shirish Sinha, Deputy Head, Swiss Agency for Development and 
Cooperation (SDC) 
 

 
11:45 – 12:45  
 

 
Lunch Break 

  
 
12:45 – 14:45 
 

 
Consultation: Planning and Implementation 
 

 
 
 
 

 
Objective:  Identify good practices and lessons that have helped ensure 
an effective recovery, optimize investment and build longer term 
resilience in response after disaster strikes considering the levels, 
frequency and severity of the impacts. 
 
Moderator: Francesco Obino, Head of Programmes, Global 
Development Network  
 
G. Senthil Kumar, Executive Director of Programme, Operations, 
Quality and Learning (POQL), CARE India  
 
Aditi Kapoor, Climate and Resilience Adviser, Red Cross Red Crescent 
Climate Centre/ International Federation of Red Cross (IFRC) 
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Shashikant Chopde, Senior Research Associate, Institute for Social and 
Environmental Transition-International (ISET-International) 
 
Nand Kishor Agrawal, Programme Coordinator, Himalayan Climate 
Change Adaptation Programme (HICAP), International Centre for 
Integrated Mountain Development (ICIMOD) 
 
Nambi Appadurai, Director (Climate Resilience Practice), World 
Resources Institute (WRI) 
 
 
 
 

 
14:45 – 15:00 

 
Coffee Break 
 

  
 
15:00 – 17:00 
 

 
Consultation: Financial Innovations 
 

 
 
 
 

 
Objective: Identify those new and innovative financial tools and 
support schemes that are particularly relevant to the context of the 
adaptation continuum, and help optimize support towards 
mainstreaming climate adaptation into domestic budgets and financial 
plans in the context of comprehensive risk management. 
 
Moderator: Anindya Chaudhuri, Senior Economist, Global Development 
Network  
 
Aditya V. Bahadur, Regional Programme Development Manager, Action 
on Climate Today 
 
Erik Kjaergaard, Disaster Risk Management Specialist, Asian 
Development Bank 
 
SVRK Prabhakar, Research Manager (adaptation), Institute for Global 
Environmental Strategies (IGES)  
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UnniKrishnan Divakaran Nair, Senior Policy Advisor (Natural Resource 
Management), Deutsche Gesellschaft für  Internationale 
Zusammenarbeit (GIZ) 
 
Jyotsna Puri, Head, Independent Evaluation Unit (IEU), Green Climate 
Fund 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

The Resilience Continuum Day 2 –  Results and Future Steps 

 
September 16, 2017 
10:00 – 11:00 
 

	

 
 
 

	
Moderator: Francesco Obino, Head of Programs, Global Development 
Network  
 
Discussion on the results and future steps –  bridging assessment to 
implementation. 
 

 
11:00-11:15 
 

	
Coffee Break 

 	
 
11:15 – 12:00 
 

 
Closing Session (Plenary) 

 
 
 
 

 
Albert Salamanca, Coordinator, SEI Initiative on Transforming 
Development and Disaster Risk, Stockholm Environment Institute 
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Cristina Rumbaitis del Rio, Regional Programme Manager, Action on 
Climate Today 
 
Youssef Nassef, Director of the Adaptation Programme, United Nations 
Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) 

 
Pierre Jacquet, President of the Global Development Network 
 

 
12:00 – 13:00 
 

 
Networking Lunch 

	

 


