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The meeting was convened to follow up on the issues addressed during the session “Accumulation and Sharing of Disaster Information and Impact Assessments: by Use of GLIDE (GLobal unique disaster IDEntifier)” held at 12:30 - 13:50 on 17 January during the 5th ADRC International Meeting. It was especially meant to discuss how to more effectively utilize GLIDE in order to share and access information on disasters and to develop concrete plans. The subjects discussed were: 
· Review of disaster codes used in GLIDE numbers

· Development of a new system of issuing GLIDE numbers

· Confirmation of GLIDE concepts

· Actions to be taken
Summary of the session on 17 January, “Accumulation and Sharing of Disaster Information and Impact Assessments: by Use of GLIDE (GLobal unique disaster IDEntifier)”

The session took stock of existing initiatives in the development of disaster databases and discussed the potential of GLIDE as an enabling standard for sharing of data. Based on the overarching principle that disaster information management was a tool to support holistic decision-making from damage estimation, response and recovery to analysis, it was generally recognised that the GLIDE concept as a shared standard was sound, and merited further refinement for wider acceptance. Key challenges were recognised in areas related to the implementation of the GLIDE scheme itself, as well as the gaps between existing disaster databases particularly in relation to those dealing with large-scale and small and medium-scale disasters, and the fundamental issue of reliability and accessibility of data itself.

Review of disaster codes used in GLIDE numbers

· MA (ADRC) first stressed the need to respond to disasters caused by multiple hazards and that ADRC was seeking an effective way to achieve this. At the same time, in order to access the information requested more easily, ADRC is developing a search engine which will be available on the GLIDENUMBER.net in March.
· KA (WMO) pointed out that the number of abbreviated disaster hazard  codes (ST, FL, EQ, etc.) is not enough for complex events such as in a case of storm surges or floods or landslides caused by tropical cyclones 

· MM (DRI), who invented the idea of GLIDE, mentioned the importance of maintaining a simple system for the search function to be effective and for facilitating the sharing of information. The GLIDE numbers given in the past added disaster codes to EM-DAT, but it is expected that future GLIDE would include information on more disasters which are not included in the present EM-DAT. 

·  FY (ADRC) explained the current GLIDE numbering system consisting of 4 components. He suggested that complementary information (5th component) be added to GLIDE numbering system. He also suggested that the 4 components be used for the search function and that the result should show the 5th component which provides with additional information such as the name of Typhoon used in Asia or the affected region. 

· JS (LaRED) stressed the decision of LaRED to support GLIDE despite the fact that the disaster codes of GLIDE and La RED’s DesInventar are different. DesInventar could incorporate GLIDE with flexibility, which would facilitate the sharing of disaster information of wider regions. 

Development of a new system of issuing GLIDE numbers

· JS said that as the databases which incorporate GLIDE increase, it would become impossible for the current system, handled by CRED, ReliefWeb and ADRC, to issue GLIDE numbers. He recommended that a GLIDE number be issued and posted on the web immediately after the identification of a hazard, not once a week. Furthermore, GLIDE numbers should be generated in every region.

· KA explained that when a typhoon has been identified, the Tokyo Typhoon Center gives a 4-digit ID number and name whether it becomes a disaster or not. GLIDE, which currently gives a number only to disasters occurred, should also be useful for typhoon information sharing and the link between GLIDE and Typhoon Committee naming system must be sought.  

· JS mentioned that it would not be difficult to issue GLIDE numbers with a new system, however, it should be discussed systematically. It would be necessary to establish a system to avoid duplication of issuance of GLIDE numbers. It would be inevitable to discuss the threshold of ownership between small and medium-scale databases and EM-DAT. 

· DP (NIDP, Korea) stressed the necessity of rapid issuance of GLIDE numbers, citing the example of the Typhoon Rusa in Korea. Many reports had been already written before the GLIDE number was generated and, consequently, it was difficult to collect or share the information available.

· JS announced that if an Automatic-GLIDE-generator is developed, LaRED would be ready to share the source code of DesInventar created by LaRED.

· DP raised a question of how many databases would be accessible through GLIDE. It should be noted that not all existing databases are laid open to public. 
· JS added a comment regarding the generation of GLIDE numbers in regions. The proposal was to establish a system of multi-tier authorities that would be allowed to post disasters on the database and request GLIDE numbers. On the top tier there should be one single authority in charge of authorizing other institutions to report disasters in specific regions. The authority would also have a role of reporting and/or collecting information about regions in which no regional authorities exist. It would maintain the effort of the global database and assume responsibility for the management of the GLIDE unique disaster number generating system.

Confirmation of GLIDE concepts

· HMV (ISDR Secretariat) mentioned that it was essential to identify who the users of GLIDE are and to define what it is for. She also pointed out that the work plan of GLIDE is yet to be developed. After clarifying these points, it would become possible to find the way to encode to multiple hazards in the GLIDE scheme.

· JS raised the question of usability. GLIDE needs to be accessible to anybody, but compromise may be needed to balance comprehensiveness and usability.
· HMV informed the participants of the meeting that CRED intended to draw a line between EM-DAT and GLIDE. If so, there would be a need of a framework to continue to generate and maintain GLIDE instead of EM-DAT in future. She suggested discussing the issue at the next meeting of the ISDR Working Group 3 on 10-11 March.

Actions to be taken
1) Identification and distribution of tasks（ADRC）


End of January - beginning of February

2) E-mail discussion on the issues by the members of the meeting and other relevant partners 
Latter half of February

3) Availability of search  function on the GLIDENUMBER.net（ADRC）


March
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