PRESENTATION RESILIENCE MARKER AND CARE DO NO HARM/CONFLICT SENSITIVITY TOOLS

The focus of the resilience marker is growing to include conflict and environmental aspects (see below details on the new resilience marker). More importance will be given to our analysis of risks and do no harm approach (both in relation to conflict and environment). This means we need to do two things:
· We need to show that we did an analysis of risks and vulnerabilities (including conflict, environmental and climate risks). 
· We need to show that our project adopts a do no harm and conflict sensitivity approach (including risks of environmental impacts): in practice, we need to demonstrate that we have followed those 3 steps:
1. Analysis of the context of intervention to ensure proper understanding of potential conflict dynamics/environmental risks. 
2. Analysis of the interactions between our planned project and the context of intervention (how could it impact conflict dynamics and the environment, and vice-versa).
3. Adaptation of the planned project to ensure we minimize the program's negative impacts while maximizing its positive impacts.
Note: ECHO launched its new environmental policy, which will gradually be implemented from this year to approx. 2024. Gradually, the resilience marker is going to become a selection criterion, and environmental efforts (at project and organization levels) are going to be a key focus for ECHO (partners “advanced” on this topic will be preferred). On top of increasing our chances for success this year, efforts on this topic for the HIP 2022 will also contributes to increase CARE chances for the future (by being seen as a “good student” on the topic of environment and conflict sensitivity). 

For this, CFR use the Conflict Sensitivity Toolkit, which enable to assess both conflict and environment risks. Using the tools in this toolkit will ensure those concerns are well integrated into your project, but also help to make them more visible to ECHO. 


ECHO Resilience Marker in the Single Form
The Resilience Marker ensures systematic attention to conflict, environmental and climate risks, as well as considerations of the environmental impact of humanitarian action and the inclusion of corresponding preparedness and resilience-building measures in project proposals, implementation and evaluation. Partners must use the marker for all projects: it is no longer possible to opt out from answering the Resilience Marker questions by declaring this section to be not applicable. 
The new/updated questions for the resilience markers:  
Q.1. Do the proposed activities adequately reflect an analysis of risks and vulnerabilities (including conflict, environment and climate risks)? Y or not sufficiently. 

Provide details (no more than 2000 characters including spaces)

Q.2. Does the project adopt a “do no harm and conflict sensitivity” approach, include specific measures to ensure that the identified risks and any environmental impacts of the project are addressed to the extent possible, and not aggravated by the action?  Y or not sufficiently.


Provide details (no more than 2000 characters including spaces)
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