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- Lessons Learned from the Great
East Japan Earthquake-
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Need of Community Participatory Process

in Disaster Prevention and Risk Reduction
& Infrastructure Development

General Incorporated Association
Project Rias
JCC-DRR Green Infrastructure Working Group



SR |

Kesennuma Clty -

. A ' ‘Q -
N
Q‘@ :;' 1 ’oao %IUT
— n.Q 94 .

BRWATVT |y Yo v, 1

SUlBH § -

N
2 A ADe6.000A
= / (B SEHIT:74,0000)
- LERAERm=RE | Populations:66,000
(Before the Disaster: 74,000)

V7 RARDELN R ZERL, RREBAZECERICLOER A RO EMT

Beautiful Rias coastline, World—class fishery city with Fishery and Tourism as its
the main industry.
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Great East Japan Earth Quake

March 11, 2011 2:46 pm
Big Earthquakes, More than 300,000 households were damaged.
Approx, 20,000 died or missing.
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Sea Wall Project
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Total of its length is 370km.

Maximum height is 15 m.

Budget: 1 trillion yen.

Most of the coast line would be covered by
the wall. Will damage the landscape,
Environment, Livelihood, and Culture.
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Community people maintain their life with
love and pride to the land
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Community Power. Land scape, culture,
natural environment, cultural diversity
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Natural Disaster can happen anytime
anywhere. No 100 % safe zone.
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Building Sustainable Society
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Resilience to Disaster

Diversity of community is key
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“Disaster Prevention” to
“Disaster Risk Reduction”

:
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Green Infrastructure utilizing the eco-system services
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Multi Functions (Landscape, Environment, Disaster Risk Reduction) Selective, multiple usage of land
Maintain the uniqueness of the community Meeting the need for the age of low birthrate,

Decrease the maintenance cost (regard the nature as part of the infrastructure) aging population
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Quality Infrastructure Investment:
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Respecting the Community participatory and Consensus Building
Process. Meeting various Community Needs. Community
|dentities such as Culture, Landscape, Livelihood needs to be
respected.
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Concept of “Risk Reduction” should be the basic idea, instead on

“Disaster Prevention”.

Green Infrastructure: Utilizing the multi function of ecosystem

services, in harmonv with nature. shall be considered as option.
A\ Japan CSO Coalition

) r for Disaster Risk Reduction



