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1. Terminology - Defining the settlement approach:
A short update was shared by InterAction on the progress to date of creating a short definitions paper. Different actors use interchangeable terms when describing an area-type approach, terms including neighborhood based, area based, settlement based approach. 
The paper, to be completed by the end of 2017, will highlight interchangeable terms and reference the key principles of such an approach. 

2. Case studies:
Three prepared case studies were presented during the WG meet, 
· Catholic Relief Services: Greece
· CARE: Urban Rehabilitation for Syrian refugees and host communities in Tripoli, Lebanon
· PCI: Barrio Mio, Guatemala 
· A short additional presentation was shared from American Refugee Council, on their shelter programming as part of a voluntary returns reintegration program.
· Powerpoints available on request.
Following the case study, participants were divided into four separate groups, responding to a question raised during the case study presentations, discussion points included:
· Scale: How can we reach scale through area based approaches?
· Accountability: How to ensure accountability to the community when multiple agencies working in adjacent neighborhoods?
· City/neighborhood relationship: How do we manage the relationship, the balance of priorities and impact on nearby settlements and the city level?
· Guidance: Developing a handbook for practitioners on settlement based approaches

3. Where to from here?
The WG priorities for 2017 included three main deliverables: 
1. Input into the revised SPHERE standards: 
2. Creation of a definitions paper on the settlement approach; and 
3. Compilation of a set of case studies of projects utilizing a settlement approach 
Initial deliverables will be completed by the end of 2017 (with the exception of case studies as an ongoing initiative). 
The latter half of the session focused on ‘what now’, gathering input from participants on the potential future direction and priorities of the group. A summary of inputs from this discussion was focused around three domains, including inclusion, advocacy and support to operations (explained further in separately attached plan of action):
· Ensure discussions of the WG are amplified and communicated to key humanitarian and development actors (OCHA, UNDP, WB)
· The WG and agencies must better articulate the added-value of utilizing an area based approach
· The WG needs to become more inclusive of other actors, and especially other clusters with the aim to become an inter-cluster group (namely CCCM, gFSC and WASH)
· Area/settlement based approaches (especially related to coordination) should be piloted and promoted in both response and preparedness contexts. 
· There is a need for increased awareness of the importance of area based approaches, with donor champions to be identified and agencies to increase communication efforts
· There is a demand for general operational guidance of how to implement area based approaches in different/diverse contexts. 
· There are a number of complementary working groups/ fora/initiatives promoting area based programming & coordination or general humanitarian action in urban areas (IASC RG on Meeting Humanitarian Challenges in Urban areas; gFSC Urban Working Group; Global Alliance for Urban Crises; United Cities & Local Government; Grand Bargain localization work stream, amongst others). Efforts need to ensure the WG engages effectively and collaboratively with these diverse groups.  
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