Do you agree with the following statements about your
professional profile and pre-existing understanding of
today’s topic?

My work focuses on humanitarian action

My work focuses on climate aci'in

My work combines humanitarian action and
climate action

—C)

| already have a good understanding of the concept

of Loss and Damage !E climate action

Strongly disagree
Strongly agree




What can humanitarian actors bring to the discussions on

loss and damage? [indicate up to 3]

community based strategy

adaptation measures chiildren

experienceont heground
impacts of climate change
hiuman security

on-time intervention
localisation fo response
an the ground network
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maintainessentialservices
reducing disaster risks
self-reliance evidence and data
possible mitigations

last mile access

launching timely respons gender in climate change

climate finance ground evidence

inClusivity

non-econ Id data
government commitments
creating grassroot

late response
support network

causes of loss and damage

lo== and damage data
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involved in policy

long-term plan of action

solutions implementation

experience and learning

anticipation

ra— psychosocial support

metwaorks ;
i effectiveness

innovative solutions
early warning and action
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mobilization-strategy

humanitarian cycle equity environmental protection

practical examples

frameawaork

better tailored services risk-management historical knowledge

b to address [nd
link to communities
climate refugees advocacy

humanitarian principles rights oriented

responses

more human fooused answer
prevention measures

community particiapation

policies

good communication
Ihl relationships

INNCWATtWe approdg Ches

conflict-knowledge
rehabiitation gow linked to food insecu
green shelter

rapid cash support

principled approach

international structres

early warning systems



What challenges are you facing or expecting when
engaging on the topic of loss and damage as a

humanitarian actor? [indicate up to

3]

mo funds for after respon

no interconnectedness

localisation of response short-term project cycles

program synergy inCluding into advocacy

absence of financial flow
continuation of program
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drought politics power

neoliberalism anticipatory action mindset on approach
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infarmation sharing

protection

accessing finance

poli

access to funding
_ _ funding for development

insufficient resources MRS dar "‘J_‘E'ff _
financiel ressources

reconstruction ignored

expectations from funders

lack of transparency
pOwWer assymetries

educating donors
no political good will

financial resources

SCOMNDMIC resusciaton

donor flexibility high expectation

tools 1o measure

internal st buy-in
lack of accountability

explaining unfccc languag

donors to see linkage

duty bearer accountability

timeframe for project



