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Thank you, Madam Chairperson, for this opportunity to make a statement on behalf of the United Kingdom.   

May I begin by saying how reassuring it is to see so many country governments, policy makers, practitioners, international organisations, NGOs, academics and the private sector from both developing and developed countries gathered here to discuss this important agenda.  We all share the same objective – a commitment to building the resilience of at risk communities and nations.

The UK fully supports the work of the Global Platform and welcomes the mid-term review of the Hyogo Framework for Action. This review is a unique opportunity for the disaster risk reduction and climate change communities to work together and fully commit to the recommendations. We call on the Global Platform to make firm recommendations on how these might be achieved.

The Third Global Platform is timely for the UK as it has come at the same time as the independent Humanitarian Emergency Response Review (HERR)  which was published on 28th March. It is widely known that the scale, frequency and severity of humanitarian disasters are expected to increase over the next decade and beyond. The review was commissioned to make recommendations on how the UK government can become better at responding to emergencies.

Of most relevance to the Global Platform for DRR, we welcome the Humanitarian Emergency Response Review’s recommendation that building long-term resilience and capacity at local level as well as being better at anticipating where and at what severity disasters will occur is of central importance.

The HERR states the need to put resilience at the heart of development approaches and emphasises building long-term resilience of national governments and local communities. This is becoming increasingly important in the context of climate change. It’s essential that the countries that are at risk of suffering extreme events should learn how to reduce their levels of exposure and improve their ability to deal with crises when they do occur.

Emergency response has become separated from development programming and the challenge before us is to bring humanitarian action back into long term development. Building resilience, of which reducing risk to natural disasters is core, will require a step change in how the aid community responds to the increasing development challenges of the future.

The more resilient a nation, the less lasting damage disasters cause and the quicker they can recover. Resilience is about being prepared for disasters and having good systems for responding to them. Resilience not only means building houses and hospitals that can withstand earthquakes, or schools that can become shelters following a cyclone. It also means investment in human capacity, strengthening the capacity of governments to respond to disasters, creating disaster management structures and plans. It is about economic planning in advance of disasters.  

Of course, governments have a key role in all of this. Where governments are willing and capable of building resilience then the aid community should help. Investing in resilience will save lives and money in the future. This can be done in a number of ways: by making better use of early warning systems, linking triggers to early action, allowing land and housing markets to work, providing adequate infrastructure and other public services, development of good institutions to allow public oversight.  Resilience and DRR is high on DFID’s agenda. Our continued support for DRR will be through our support for the Global Facility for Disaster Reduction and Recovery, our funding to NGOs and through DFID's country programmes.     

The HERR emphasises capacity building at local level to both increase community resilience and to improve disaster response. Traditionally communities and local civil society organisations are the first line of response to natural disasters. Building their resilience and response capacity has the potential to save more lives and to be more cost effective. The challenge here is to engage with communities and national civil societies at the very first stages of humanitarian response, to work alongside local institutions and build on their knowledge and understanding.

Anticipation means we need to be ‘ahead of the curve’ and better able to predict where and when disasters might happen. The HERR encourages DFID and other actors to use the tools available, such as food security early warning systems, to improve understanding where climate change, seasonal weather fluctuations and seismic activity are most likely to lead to humanitarian disasters, both rapid onset and chronic. But early warning systems need to have clear thresholds which trigger early action. Too often our response is triggered by media reporting of a drought rather than from our own monitoring systems. Anticipation also means a stronger focus on disaster preparedness, recognising that humanitarian response alone is not enough. Anticipation should lead to early action and have the potential to respond to a localised crisis before it becomes a full-blown emergency.

DFID will be issuing its considered response to the Humanitarian Emergency Response Review in the coming weeks and will then take forward implementation with others. This will include increasing our knowledge and capacity in building resilience at national and local levels.

To conclude, showing value for money in the way we deliver results is high on the agenda of the UK government. There is an increasing body of evidence coming from the NGOs and the recent World Bank/ GFDRR Report ‘Natural Hazards, Unnatural Disasters’ that investing in DRR activities before a disaster happens costs less than a full scale emergency response after a disaster has occurred. Cost-benefit analyses show that building resilience, such as having early warning systems in place and training communities to act first, is more cost effective than a full-scale response. For example, a cost benefit analysis of DRR activities in Malawi found that for every dollar invested, project activities delivered net benefits of $24 to communities. This is a remarkable finding and an example of how we can make the case, as with the theme of the Platform, ‘to invest today for a safer tomorrow’. 
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