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SEl STOCKHOLM AND SEIHQ

5E Stockholm is comprised of SEl Heodquarters and the Stockholm
Canire. SEI HQ sarves all the SE centres and fotals obout 20 stoff,
including the Execufive Director, Deputy Directors, and the finance
and communications depariments. The Stockholm Centre has around

Institutions; and Climate Enargy and Sociaty. Key areas of expartisa
include productive sanitation; energy production, cccass and sysem
planning; analysis of the waterenargy foed nexus; climate mitigation
and adaptafion; and private sector engagement for susiainable
businass modals.

50 fulltime equivalent staff and is divided info three cperational units:
Matural Resources, Environment and Development; Governance and
.-_\_'_‘—‘——_

SEI OXFORD
SEl Oxford has 10 fullime staff. it has spacific
expertiss in vulnerability cssessmant, adaptive
planning ond risk gevernance in the fislds of
SEIU.S. climate change, water ond food sacurity,
SEl U.5. is affilioted with Tufts agriculture, ecosystems managemsnt. It also
University in Massachusatts. s main focuses on the synargies batween climate
office is on the Tufts campus, and i change odaptation and mitigation, and hosis
has two other offices in Davis, waADAPT, a collaborative platform for chimete

Califernia, and Seattle, Washinglon. adaptation,
The cenfre conducts applied
rasearch drawing on engineering,

SEl AFRICA

SEi's Africa Cenire supports close colloboration with African organizations and
networks on key emvironmental ond developmenl issues, acting as a hub for SEI's
engagemant across the continant. The canire wos estoblished in 2008, and os of July
2013, it hos been bosed in Mairobi, Kenya, hosted by the World Agroforesiry Cantre.
Tha Africo Canira’s work focusas on four key areas: Climate change adaptation,
sustainable anergy davelopmant, agriculture growth, livelihoods and rural

development and urbanization
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SEI TALLINN

SEi Tallinn hos deep expartise on environmant and energy, and a range of policy
issues in Estonian sociely linked o sustoinable development. The centra employs
innovative methods in communicating its work fo governments, the private sector, other
resaarch instifutes, and the sociely os o whole. A central part of SEl Tallinn's work is
analysing the impad of Estonian Govemment and EL policies and contributing fo
policy and legislation design. SE Tallinn has 21 sfaff.

SEl YORK

Tha SEl York Centre was established in 1989,
and is embedded in the Ervironmant
Dapartment af the Universify of York. Tha cantra
comprises around 30 fulltime equivalent staff,
whila its research falls info four broad
cofegories. atmosphers, climate change and
biogeochemical cycling: agricuttural water
manogemant and governance; sustoinable
consumption, production and trade; and human
wallbeing and behavioural changa.

&
.flf SEI ASIA
Tha SEl Asia Centra in Ban was astablished
/
/ in 2004 and has o mulfingtional staff with strong
s connactions across the region. Its work is focusad
/ on hwo key oreas: Climate change and resilient

development in Southeast Asia and the
governance of disaster risk and adaptation at
multiple scoles. The centra prioritizes building a
strong network of research and policy
organizations in the region and to provide
plafforms to share knowledge and engoge
stakeholdars.




ARCTIC

OUR WORK

SElis active in all the world"s reglons. These pages map a selection of our projects
around the world, and the following pages detail highlights of our work from 2011,
erganized under our four research themes

Assessing Arctic futures
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an integrated view...
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e Development and Disaster Risk
Reduction

e Fossil Fuel Development -~

“ - Climate Change Mitigation .~
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el SEIl Initiative on Transforming Development and
__» Disaster Risk

Initiative contacts:

Albert Salamanca — albert.salamanca@sei-international.org
Frank Thomalla — frank.thomalla@sei-international.org
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Increasing disaster impacts and risk

Life Years Lost UNISDR (2015) Global Assessment Report.

Number of life years lost per 100,000 people
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* The majority of economic damage occurs

in small-scale disasters; constantly
eroding essential assets and reversing
development gains

e Low and middle income countries

shoulder the burden, whilst already
struggling to maintain development
investments

« Economic and non-economic losses
and damages are increasing

 The human cost of disasters is
shouldered by the poorest nations

« Mortality is concentrated in very
iIntensive disaster events, but still
increasing for small-scale events

Damage due to extensive risk since 1990
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UNISDR (2015) Global Assessment Report.
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The limits of disaster risk reduction

Context:
Significant progress in disaster risk management during the Hyogo Framework for
Action 2005-2015 years:

— Risk assessment, preparedness, early warning, and response
*But, little progress in addressing root causes of risk (UNISDR, 2015)
*Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction 2015-2030 (SFDRR) calls for action on
tackling risk drivers such as poverty and inequality, unplanned urbanization,

unsustainable natural resource use, weak institutional arrangements, non-risk-
informed policies, and climate change and variability.

eInequitable and unsustainable development drives risk

TDDR has identified three key gaps in DRR research, practice and policy:
1. Afailure to adequately understand the complexity of vulnerability creation;

2. Afailure to be scale-appropriate and apply what is known to the scale at which change
is required; and

3. Afixation on the goal of “reducing” risk rather than understanding trade-offs that
underpin decision-making processes at all levels.



TDDR Principles

The relationship between development and disaster risk needs to

transform
TDDR, taking a systems Ve N
] Equitable,
approach : Development sustainable and
*Seeks to improve understanding increases risk resilient
f risk ti d lati ] and development
of risk creation and accumulation; vulnerability reduces risk and
*Aims to better integrate disaster N Y vulnerability
risk reduction (DRR) with
equitable, sustainable and resilient N\
| ] . Disasters present
deve Opment, DISBSterS opportunities for
*\With the goal of transforming the [EVELEE more equitable,
. . development sustainable and
relationship between development pr resilient
and DRR. \ / development

Adapted from Stephenson (1994). Disasters and Development.



TDDR Policy objectives

 To contribute scientific insights, guidelines and recommendations
that underpin key international and regional policy processes in
DRR and development, and to place not only physical but also
socio-cultural aspects of resilience to natural hazards as a central
focus for human development.

* To facilitate the co-production of knowledge and
social/institutional learning by contributing to vertical and
horizontal multi-stakeholder processes that aim to facilitate the
exchange of knowledge and experience between stakeholders and
to be more inclusive of marginalized people or groups.

e To monitor and assess progress in DRR during the first 2 years of
implementation of SFDRR, to provide critical reflections on project
experiences, lessons learnt and good practice, and to identify
opportunities, challenges and limits in building equitable social-
ecological resilience.



TDDR Research

To work towards achieving a transformation in the relationship
between development and disaster risk, TDDR research is
organised as follows —

1. Understanding development and
disaster risk reduction

2. Understanding equitable social-
ecological resilience

3. Understanding adaptive processes
for governance of social-ecological
systems

4. Understanding transformative
processes in development and
disaster risk contexts

5. Communicating research to policy-
makers and the DRR community.
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