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Concept Note 

Background 

  
The academic and scientific community plays a pivotal role in strengthening           
policymaking for disaster risk reduction (DRR) and climate action. The Sendai           
Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction 2015-2030 explicitly recognized it as an           
important cog in improving understanding of disaster risks and ultimately fostering           
science-based decision-making. The same can be said for its significance in meeting the             
targets of the Paris Agreement, the New Urban Agenda, and the Sustainable            
Development Goals, as these post-2015 global development blueprints unequivocally         
push for meaningful multi-stakeholder engagement across all tiers of governance in           
achieving sustainability by 2030. 
  
Indeed, the demand for informed advice to support policymaking has been steadily            
gaining traction in recent years. However, the process by which expert knowledge is             
generated, communicated to, and utilized by policymakers, especially in mitigating the           
impacts of disasters and climate change, remains relatively underexplored both          
academically and in practice. In the Philippines, not much is known about how             
university-based experts actually get involved, whether formally or otherwise, in          
policymaking for DRR and climate action throughout the whole policy lifecycle—from           
agenda-setting and policy formulation to program implementation and policy advocacy,          
to policy monitoring and evaluation. Thus, it is important to learn from the experience              
of other Southeast Asian countries, like Indonesia, in as far as how academic and              
scientific experts get to support policymaking for DRR and climate action. 
  
In light of the foregoing, the University of the Philippines – Resilience Institute (UP-RI)              
and the Research Center for Society and Culture- Indonesian Institute of Sciences            
(PMB-LIPI), in association with the University of the Philippines – National College of             
Public Administration and Governance (UP-NCPAG), International Network for        
Government Science Advice (INGSA), and Integrated Research on Disaster Risk (IRDR),           
is organizing a workshop with selected Indonesian experts who are involved in disaster             
risk reduction and climate change work. It specifically aims to take stock of said experts’               
experience in providing DRR- and climate change-relevant policy advice to the           
government.  
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Welcome Remarks 

 Dr. Sri Sunarti Purwaningsih 

 
 

 
    Image 1: Dr. Sri Sunarti Purwaningsih gives her welcoming remarks to the participants and guests 
 
Dr. Sri Sunarti Purwaningsih, Director of the Research Center for Society and Culture             
under the Indonesian Institute of Sciences on her welcoming remarks stressed the            
importance of joint collaboration for academic activities on disaster reduction and           
climate change. Dr. Purwaningsih gave a background of the organizational structure of            
the Indonesian Institute of Sciences, as well as the scholars present in the event. She               
thanked their continuous commitment in sharing their expertise forwarding that          
academia and science should play important role in the Disaster Risk Reduction and             
Management (DRRM)  process. 
 
Indonesian Institute of Sciences 
 
The Indonesian Institute of Sciences is the governmental authority for research and            
science in Indonesia. Since its establishment in 1956, the institute has committed itself             
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to building the nation through creating inventions of science to encourage innovation in             
order to improve the competitiveness of national economies; developing useful          
knowledge for the conservation and sustainable utilization of resources; increasing          
international recognition in the field of science; and improving the quality of Indonesian             
human resources through scientific activity. Currently, LIPI organizational structure (See          
Figure 1) consists of of five main deputy centers; namely, Scientific Services, Social and              
Humanities Sciences, Engineering Sciences ,Life Sciences,  and Earth Sciences. 

 
 

 

 
 

Figure 1: Organizational Structure of the Indonesian Institute of Sciences (in Bahasa) 
 
Dr. Purwaningsih highlighted the research centers under the Social and Humanities           
sciences, including the research centers for economics, population, politics, regional          
resources, and society and culture. She mentioned that in the last year, the center did               
a workshop applying an inclusive DRR and climate change framework.  
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To end her speech, Dr. Purwaningsih thanked the attendees of the workshop from the              
institute of sciences and from various institutes and research centers. She ends hoping             
that the workshop will lead to more scientific collaboration not only for the research              
center for society and culture but also to other centers under the social sciences and               
humanities, including the center for population that is the lead center for doing research              
on disaster risk reduction. 
 
Opening Remarks 

Dr. Mahar Lagmay  

Dr. Mahar Lagmay, the present Executive Director of the UP-Resilience Institute, started            
his speech comparing the natural hazards -geological and hydro meteorological          
hazards- that the Philippines and Indonesia both experience. He said that in terms of              
managing all of these hazards government agencies that are mandated to do the work              
and see to it that there is effective disaster resilience must be guided through policy,               
and the best guidance must be based on science. He shared that what he learned, in                
his work, is that learning does not only come from the actual disaster or post event,                
learning comes from the very beginning examining the pillars of of Disaster Risk             
Reduction and Management -- from prevention and mitigation, to preparedness, to           
response, up to reconstruction and rehabilitation.  

 
  Image 2: Dr. Mahar Lagmay of UPRI gives his opening remarks 
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UP Resilience Institute 
 
Dr. Lagmay gave an overview of who are the UP Resilience fellows, explaining that              
although the UP-RI is relatively young, its experts have been working with disasters             
long before the establishment of the institute. He also presented the approved            
organizational chart (See Figure 2)  of UPRI. 
 

 
Figure 2 Organizational Chart of the UP Resilience Institute 

 
Furthermore, Dr. Lagmay presented plans to erect the future location of the Resilience             
Institute, which is expected to be the tallest building within the UP Diliman campus              
having ten (10) floors, designed by the Office of the Campus Architect (OCA). He              
further elaborates on the existing website of UPRI showing pictures of the two (2)              
champions of DRR in the Philippines, namely Senator Loren Legarda and Representative            
Joey Salceda. He also passed by on the current 180 university fellows working on DRR               
and the featured expert Dr Kristoffer Berse. Dr. Lagmay highlighted one of the core              
composition of UPRI, which is the nationwide operational assessment of hazards. He            
shared that in 2012, it was just a mere program that was eventually institutionalized.              
He encourages the program to be revisited by the experts for it presents various tools               
for Disaster Risk Reduction.  
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Functions  
  
Dr. Lagmay ended his presentation by touching on the institute’s four (4) main             
functions with which the established offices will fulfill. The said functions are institution             
building, knowledge sharing, education, and research and creative work. Dr. Lagmay           
further expressed his aspiration to have the fellows’ dedication and commitment to            
work with the UP-RI as it moves forward in becoming one of the country’s source of                
professional advisers, technological innovations and advancements, and research and         
development in disaster risk reduction and climate action.  

Dr. Tri Nuke Pudjiastuti 

 
Dr. Tri Nuke Pudjiastuti, M.A., the Deputy Chairman for Social Sciences and Humanities,             
LIPI, officially opened the workshop stating that the long experience that the institute             
has is small comparable to what other experience is out there. She believes that              
workshops, such as this one, that gathers academics and experts are important to             
further the role of research and science for a comprehensive approach.  
 

 
   Image 3: Dr. Tri Nuke Pudjiastuti of the Social Sciences and Humanities, gave her opening remarks 
 
In her speech, she recalled that last december the social science center conducted an              
assessment on the livelihood and temporary residence that was forwarded to the            
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National Planning Agency that used the assessment in the plan on how to prepare for a                
national disaster. Dr. Pudjiastuti reiterated that the role of science is very important in              
solving the problems of national disaster. She believes that the workshop and gathering             
of the experts for the workshop is in line with their efforts to try to engage other                 
institutions and learn from their experience as well. 
 
 

MOA signing 

The memorandum of agreement between the UP Resilience Institute and the Indonesian 
Institute of Science was signed by Dr. Mahar Lagmay,  Dr. Sri Sunarti Purwaningsih, and  Dr. 
Tri Nuke Pudjiastuti, representing UP-RI, the Research Center for Society and Culture, 
and the Social Sciences and Humanities of LIPI , respectively.  

 

 
   Image 4: The signatories pose before signing of the Memorandum of Agreement 
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Image 5: Signing of the Memorandum of Agreement between LIPI and UPRI 

 

    
          Image 6: A health break was conducted before starting the program and discussions 
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Program Overview 

Dr. Kristoffer Berse, UP-RI 

 
The program overview was given by Dr. Kristoffer B. Berse, a fellow from the              
University of the Philippines Resilience Institute and a faculty member from the National             
College of Public Administration and Governance. Dr. Berse specializes in disaster risk            
management particularly in the aspect of governance. His work and experience include            
public policy, policy reform, and climate change adaptation in the context of            
vulnerability assessment especially for certain sectors. Dr. Berse discussed the rationale,           
objectives, and expected outcomes of the workshop.  
 

 
    Image 7: Dr. Kristoffer Berse of UP-RI gives the program overview of the event 
 
Rationale 
 
As experts and policymakers stress the need for informed and science based            
policymaking in mitigating the impacts of disasters and climate change, the challenge of             
generating expert knowledge, communicating it to policy makers, and utilizing the           
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generated knowledge must be tackled. In the Philippines, the extent of involvement of             
university-based experts in policy making for DRR and climate action -from           
agenda-setting and policy formulation to program implementation and policy advocacy,          
to policy monitoring and evaluation - remains a challenge. As a way forward, the              
Philippines needs to learn from the experience of other Southeast Asian countries, like             
Indonesia, in as far as how academic and scientific experts get to support policymaking              
for DRR and climate action. 
 
The one-day workshop is a part of the efforts conducted by the University of the               
Philippines – Resilience Institute (UP-RI) and the Research Center for Society and            
Culture- Indonesian Institute of Sciences (PMB-LIPI), in association with the University           
of the Philippines – National College of Public Administration and Governance           
(UP-NCPAG), International Network for Government Science Advice (INGSA), and         
Integrated Research on Disaster Risk (IRDR) to learn from selected Indonesian experts            
who are involved in disaster risk reduction and climate change work. It specifically aims              
to take stock of said experts’ experience in providing DRR- and climate change-relevant             
policy advice to the government 
 
The activities done in the workshop include a network mapping of the selected             
Indonesian experts who they have worked with in relation to climate change and DRR.              
Furthermore, two (2) discussions on the topic of academic advice and policy making             
and on the issues, challenges, and recommendations were done. The objectives of            
these activities are the following:  
  

1.     To map out the involvement of Indonesia academic and scientific experts 
and, where possible, interaction among them, in support of policymaking for 
DRR and climate action; 

 
2.      To take stock of mechanisms by which said experts provide policy 
advice—in one form or another—to the government; 
 
3.      To identify issues and challenges pertinent to academe-government policy 
engagement; and 
 
4.      To draw lessons and come up with recommendations to strengthen the 
role of academic and scientific institutions role in policymaking for DRR and 
climate action. 
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Network Mapping  
 

In order to learn from the Indonesian academic and scientific experts about            
collaborations, a network mapping was conducted to identify where possible, interaction           
among the experts, in support of policymaking for DRR and climate action. A             
questionnaire was given to participants asking them to identify some of the people they              
have worked with in relation to climate change and DRR. The network mapping also              
details the process on how experts provide policy advice to the government.   
  

 
   Image 8: Scientists and experts pictured above mapping their network in the questionnaire provided 

 
Discussion Session 
 
The discussion sessions conducted during the workshop focused on academic advice           
and policy making and on the issues, challenges, and recommendations on such. In             
this activity, all participants were given survey questionnaires that they were to answer             
during the course of the discussions. The discussion was facilitated by Dr. Berse and              
the answers of the participants to the tables were summarized in a large manila              
(yellow) paper. 
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          Image 9: Dr. Berse facilitated the discussion sessions of the pool of experts during the event.  
 
In a sheet of manila paper, participants indicated their perceived rating from one (1) to               
five (5) on the importance of their expertise in every phase of policy making, with one                
(1) being very important and five (5) being not important by placing their stickers on               
the corresponding section. The facilitators will open a discussion on the reasons behind             
the scoring of the participants. They may also choose not applicable where they deem              
necessary.  
 

 
          Table 1: Rating of importance of the expertise of the participants in the policy making process 
 
A part of the questionnaire also asked the participants about their involvement with             
government agencies particularly the following agencies: (1) Dewan Perwakilan          
Rakyat, otherwise known as the People’s Representative Council; (2) Badan Nasional           
Penanggulangan Bencana (BNPB) or the National Agency for Disaster Countermeasure;          
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(3) Ministry of Home Affairs (MoHA); (4) Ministry of Public Work (MoPW); (5) Ministry              
of Environment and Forestry (MoEF); (5) National Council on Climate Change (DNPI);            
(6) National Development Planning Agency (BAPPENAS); (7) Ministry of Social Affairs           
(MoSA); and other national and local government bodies in relation to DRR and CC. The               
participants were again asked to place their stickers on the sections that correspond to              
both the agency and the role they took. Again, the facilitator opened the discussion on               
the involvements of these experts in different programs/projects in partnership with the            
government. 
 
 

 
Table 2: Identification of roles played by the experts in different national and local government 
agencies in relation to DRR and Climate Change 

 
To conclude this activity, participants were asked to explain further their experiences 
and to distinguish the issues pertinent to academe-government policy engagement, 
which led to the determination of a set of recommendations to strengthen academia’s 
role in policymaking for DRR and climate action. 
 
The output of the discussions includes: 
  

1.      A network map of Indonesian DRR and climate change experts 
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2.      Identified entry points for academic and scientific engagement in 
policymaking for DRR and climate action 
3.      Identified issues and challenges in academe/science-government policy 
engagement 
4.      Recommendations to strengthen the role of the academe and science 
community in policymaking for DRR and climate action 

  
 
Participants Profile 

 
Image 10: The participants pose for a group photo during the event 

 
The selected indonesian experts that participated in the event was comprised of the 
following individuals: 
 

● Sri Sumarti Purwaningsih from the Research Center for Society and Culture, LIPI. 
Purwaningsih has over 5 years of experience in DRR and/or Climate Change 
specializing in community Preparedness. 
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● D.T.P. Kusumawardhani from the Research Center for Society and Culture, LIPI. 
Kusumawardhani  has worked in DRR and/or CC for 7 years.  
 

● Syarfina Mahya Nadila from the Research Center for Society and Culture, LIPI. 
Nadila has over 3 years experience specializing in climate change. 

 
● Ujud Tahayuddin from the Social and Cultural research Center, LIPI. Tahayuddin 

has 7 years of experience specializing in DRR. 
● Aria Kusumaaji from the Stikes Icme Jombang, Nurul Hayat. Kusumaaji has 5 

years of experience and specializes in education and medic.  
 

● Masyhuri Imron from LIPI. 
 

● Nurul Sri Rahatiningtyas from the Department of Geography/Disaster Research 
and Response Center,  Universitias Indonesia. Rahatiningtyas has been working 
on coastal community livelihood and resilience for 2 years. 
 

● Hidayatullah Rabbani from the Research Center for Society and Culture, LIPI. 
Rabbani has been working on the field of environmental history for 2 years. 
 

● Yon Sugiarto from Geophysics and Meteorology of Bogor Agricultural University. 
Sugiarto has over 10 years of experience in DRR and Climate Change 
 

● Hemy Warsilah from Social Ecology of the Center for Society and Culture.  
 

● Heru Santoso from the Research centre for geotechnology of LIPI. Santoso has 
15 years of experience with expertise on climate change adaptation.  
 

● Lengga Pradipta from the Research Center for population, LIPI. Pradipta has 8 
years of experience working on Food Security and Human Displacement in DRR.  
 

● Intan Adhi Perdana Putri from the Research Center for population, LIPI. Putri has 
been in the field of DRR for 6 years with expertise on Damage assessment and 
Risk perception.  
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Discussions 

Discussion  #1: Academe/Science-Policy Engagement 

The first discussion focused on the  view of the participants of the importance of their 
expertise in relation to the different stages of the policy making process. The results of 
the workshop is as follows: 

Policymaking 
Process 

1 2 3 4 5 NA 

Defining policy 
problems related to 
DRR and climate 
change 

      
 

 

 

 
 

 

Formulating 
/designing policies for 
DRR and climate 
change 

    

  

 

 

  

 

  

Implementing DRR 
and climate change 
policies/programs 

    
     

 

  

Monitoring & 
evaluation of DRR/CC 
policies/ programs 

    
   

 

 

 

 

 

Policy advocacy for 
DRR and climate 
action 

    
 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Table 3: Summarized answers of the participants for the rating of importance of their expertise in relation
 to the policy making process. 
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For the first stage of the policy making process, the participants saw their expertise as               
important to very important. As researchers in disaster risk reduction and climate            
change, it is their task to first identify and define a problem in order to give                
recommendation or advice to the government. The participants agreed that in policy            
making for DRR and climate adaptation, if experts and researchers are unaware of the              
main problem, it is difficult to direct a policy towards it. One expert said that the                
academe or university can have two roles in defining policy problems: First, researchers             
define the problems for the policies. Researchers do this by making their research             
before the policies are summoned. Second, researchers can make their research after            
the policies are enacted to do some light reviews about the policy and identify problem               
areas. The participants believe that the duty of the scientist, by educators and by              
academics is to be able to get policy makers the information needed. However, what              
remains a challenge is how they are going to do it. The participants and the facilitator,                
Dr. Berse proceeded to have on open discussion from the 2nd stage, formulating             
/designing policies, up to the last stage which is  policy advocacy . 
 
The participants also delved into the topic of the action steps after conducting their              
research. An expert said that it is their [researchers] responsibility to report the findings              
of their research to the stakeholders. An even greater responsibility is to inform the              
wider public. In order to fulfill these responsibilities, the participants mentioned that            
after their research, the findings are forwarded to the local government and the             
stakeholders that engaged them during their research. Further, a policy paper is            
forwarded to national agencies including the president. In order to bridge the gap             
between the information and the greater public, seminars, conferences, and          
symposiums are conducted to ensure that all stakeholders knows the researches exists            
and for it to be beneficial for others.  
 
As for the implementation phase of policy making, some participants answered not            
applicable due to the reason that the authority to implement such policies does not rest               
on the researchers. For the experts who answered not applicable, sticking to defined             
responsibilities as researchers is the limit of their part in the policy making process. As               
for those who answered important to very important, the participants believe that            
researchers should be included in the implementation process because they are aware            
of the essence of the policies. One participant gave the example of confusion on the               
part of the government. In implementing policies, the government does not apply an             
integrated approach. By seeing the policies in the environment sector as divorced from             
the disaster sector, due to the existence of different ministries, causes problems for the              
government. The approach for multiple sectors must be integrated. Another problem           
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identified by the participants is the rotation of personnel, especially in the local             
government, because of elections, and other policies. The said rotation hampers the            
continuity of policies and the flow of generated knowledge.  
 
In monitoring and evaluation of the DRR/CC policies and programs, a few participants             
still hold to the fact that it is not their duty as researchers thus, it is not applicable for                   
them in their context. For these participants, it is more of a government responsibility              
than it is the responsibility of the academe or university. The main task of researchers is                
to do research and relay findings. One participant also stated that it is difficult for the                
academe or the university as an institution to monitor and evaluate. However, some             
experts believe that as scientists, it is their moral obligation to see whether a program               
is successful or if their expertise can propose a solution for cases that the policies fail.                
Scientists should have a role in monitoring and evaluation because of their involvement             
in the time of research. One participant said that although it is the program of the                
government they are the experts and researchers. Thus, they must express the            
opinions of what is going on with the program and policies. 
 
The current practice is that in usual cases, the help of Non-Governmental Organization             
(NGO) or local government is sought. This is because monitoring a policy’s progress is              
very difficult. Oftentimes, experts are limited to invitations to attend the process of             
monitoring and evaluation or policies and programs. Another participant made the           
difference between the two saying that the scientists and researchers may be involved             
in the monitoring part where they research and use the research for monitoring or              
strategy creation. However, the participant does not believe it is still their duty to              
evaluate programs and policies.  
 
The last phase of the policy making process, which is the policy advocacy for DRR was                
discussed in detail by the participants. For one participant their advocacy as researchers             
does not stop on dissemination of research to relevant stakeholders and discussion of it              
in legal terms, but it extends to convincing the stakeholders that the program is              
important and must be utilized.  
 
Largely, however, the advocacies of awareness in disaster risk reduction and climate            
change is still in the information dissemination level. Seminars with local counterparts,            
flyers, brochures, government briefers are made by scientists and researchers to let            
relevant stakeholders informed. As for champions in DRR/CC or those who fight for its              
legislations, such as the case of Loren Legarda and Joey Salceda in the Philippines,              
there are those who are part of the Indonesian government who feel strongly about              
DRR/CC. However, the participants did not delve into them further because it is             
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political. What the experts agree on is that there is a gap between the researchers and                
the legislators. The government’s approach towards DRR/CC is heavily sector based.           
Specific ministries handle different aspects of DRR/CC which makes it difficult especially            
that the policy must have an integrated approach involving almost everyone.           
Communicating with the different sectors/ministries/departments is difficult because        
scientists and researchers are not in government positions. In terms of utilization of             
media to better the awareness and information about DRR/CC, the media taps experts             
whenever a disaster happens. The tapped expert makes the press release. In these             
cases, it is up to the media who to consult. However, at any given time, other experts                 
can also talk to the media. 
 
In bridging the gap between scientists and researchers, the government, and media,            
strategic talks, which is a regular discussion about projects, are frequently conducted by             
the government. During these talks, the scientists and the media are invited to update              
everyone about relevant information regarding policies and programs in the field of            
DRR/CC.  
 
Discussion #2 
issues, challenges, and recommendations 
 

Roles DPR BNPB MoH 
A 

MoP 
W 

MoEF 

As 

Individual 

consultant 

  
  

      

As part of a 

project team    

 

  
  

  

As seconded 
government 
official 

          

As member of a 

special 

committee 
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As resource person 

for meetings, fora, 

etc. 

  
 

 

    
  

As part of an interest 

group 

        
  

As friend of a 

government 

official 

  

 

 

  
    

Other roles:  
 

          

        Table 4.a: Experts role in working with government agencies  
 

Roles MoSA BAPP 
ENAS 

DNPI 
 

Other 
national 
bodies 

Local 
govt./ 
Local 
bodies 

As 

Individual 

consultant 

 
  

  

As part of a 

project team 

 

 

 

  

As seconded 
government 
official 

 
 

 
 

 

As member of a 

special 

committee 
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As resource person 

for meetings, fora, 

etc. 

 

 

   

As part of an interest 

group 

  
 

 
 

As friend of a 

government 

official 

   
 

 

Other roles:  
 

     

   Table 4.b: Experts role in working with government agencies 
 
The participants discussed their roles and engagements with key government agencies           
and other formations and bodies over the years. Dr. Berse explained the nuances of the               
role before the participants placed their stickers. It was noted that engagement made             
with the DNPI that was included in the table was during the existence of DNPI.  
 
Aside from the government agencies listed in the table, the participants also identified             
the following agencies that play a part in climate change and DRR: 
 

● Ministry of Maritime Affairs and Fisheries 

● Ministry of Health Affairs 
● Indonesia's National Council on Climate Change 
● Ministry of Education and Culture 
● Ministry of Research and Technology. 
● Ministry of Religious Affairs 
● Technology Development Agency 
● Center for International Forestry Research 
● Peatland Restoration Agency 
● Agrarian Reform Consortium 

 
Moreover, some participants were involved in local government bodies and 
governments; specifically,  
 

● Research and Development Agency of Jambi Province 
● Province of Java 
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● North Sumatra Province 
● Province of West Java 
● Province of East Java Tenggara 
● Local Government of Subag District, West Java 
● Local Government of Malang District, East Java 
● Local Government of Surabaya City, East Java 
● Jakarta Provincial Government 
● Pandeglang Regency Government (Banten Province) 

 
Moving forward, the experts discussed the issues and challenges that they have            
encountered as a researcher, a scientist, and an academic, when it comes to working              
with the government. Most of the issues can be categorized into two; mainly,             
researcher to government issues and government to government issues.  
 
Researchers to Government 
 
One category of the issues and challenges that the participants shared falls under the              
difficulties that individual scientists and researchers experience in dealing with          
government institutions and officials. One of which is the stagnation of policy papers,             
which outlines research findings and recommendations, in the hands of government           
personnel. As mentioned earlier, most researches made by the experts produce a policy             
paper that is forwarded to relevant stakeholders, national agencies and the President.            
The aim of these policy papers is to serve as guides to what problems policy should be                 
directed to. However, the participants admittedly say that these papers do not achieve             
its desired goal. Moreover, the communication and collaboration between the experts           
and those who hold government positions prove to be a challenge. Researchers            
constantly engage in personal relations to try and invite government officials to            
seminars. The researchers constantly face the hurdle of making sure that the relevant             
stakeholders listen to the findings of their research. The problem here is that when              
government officials are not adept in the topic at hand, and are not properly informed               
they do not understand how to apply and use the findings and incorporate them in               
policies. In this case, the participants believe that bridging the gap between            
researchers- scientists and experts- and those in government lie with the government            
institution more than it should on the researchers.  
 
Government to government  
 
Another category of issues and challenges identified by the participants involved           
government to government operations. Due to the non-integrated approach that the           
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government uses in tackling DRR and climate change, different agencies have different            
processes that sometimes do not work well with the processes of other agencies. The              
tension between agencies creates a problem in proper communication, implementation,          
and the like. An example of the difference in processes is the regulation and inspection               
that ministries conduct. According to one participant, every ministry have their own            
regulation schemes. Another example is clashes between provincial governments and          
national agencies. In these cases, one should compromise in order to settle the             
program. Sometimes the clash roots from poor legislation wherein the legislation gives            
national agencies special powers over an area that is in the territory of the provincial               
government because it is a special plan by the national government. It fails to recognize               
the role of the provincial government in the plan. Moreover, different agencies also             
produce different findings in their researches. Although a lot of factors may contribute             
to such including different methodologies, the inconsistency of national agencies is a            
challenge for researchers. The problem worsens when there is little to no attempt to              
reconcile data and practices. 
 
In order to address these issues and challenges, the participants agree that they have              
to innovate their practices to gain support and attention for their work. This is a big                
factor on how the role of the academe and science community can be strengthened in               
policy making for DRR and CC. Moreover, in the age of social media, creating social               
pressure and sparking social movements to clamor for change is one way to gain              
support and attention. The participants recognize that social media is a powerful tool             
that helps shape the public. One of the participants said that in Indonesia, Instagram              
and videos are very powerful. If the researchers can get artists and influencers to jump               
ship on these initiatives, it can lead to a wider audience. Another way is to gather                
stakeholders big enough, such as UNESCO and BNPB, in a big meeting to give the               
stakeholders an understanding of how crucial research is in preventing and mitigating            
disasters. Needless to say, researchers must also reinvent how data and information in             
policy briefings is presented to decision-makes in government. The key and challenge at             
the same time is how to make it interesting enough.  
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                        Annex A: Workshop Questionnaire 

.                                   Figure 3: Survey Questionnaire Page 1 
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.                       Figure 4: Survey Questionnaire Page 2 
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               Annex B:  Manila Paper Photos  
 

 

.         Image 11:  Actual Manila Paper of Summarized Answers for Table 3 
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         Image 12: Actual Manila Paper of Summarized Answers for Table 4.a 
 
 

 

       Image 13: Actual Manila Paper of Summarized Answers  for Table 4.B 
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ANNEX C: Registration Sheet of Participants  
 

 
 Image 14: Registration Sheet of Participants 
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Image 15: Registration Sheet of Participants 
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