
DRR	
  INDICATORS	
  	
  
CHALLENGES	
  AND	
  OPPORTUNITIES	
  AT	
  	
  
NATIONAL	
  AND	
  REGIONAL	
  LEVELS	
  

	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  
8	
  September	
  2015	
  	
  
Dr.	
  P.	
  G.	
  Dhar	
  Chakrabar6,	
  Dis6nguished	
  Fellow,	
  	
  
The	
  Energy	
  and	
  Resources	
  Ins6tute	
  (TERI),	
  India	
  
	
  



Sendai	
  mandate	
  for	
  indicators	
  

	
  	
  	
  	
  Establish	
  open-­‐ended	
  intergovernmental	
  
working	
  group,	
  with	
  involvement	
  of	
  relevant	
  
stakeholders,	
  for	
  the	
  development	
  of	
  a	
  set	
  of	
  
possible	
  indicators	
  to	
  measure	
  global	
  
progress	
  in	
  the	
  implementa6on	
  of	
  this	
  
framework	
  in	
  conjunc6on	
  with	
  the	
  work	
  of	
  
the	
  inter	
  -­‐agency	
  expert	
  group	
  on	
  sustainable	
  
development	
  indicators.	
  (Para	
  50	
  of	
  SFDRR)	
  

	
  





Structure	
  of	
  possible	
  indicators	
  

Outcome	
  indicators	
  

Target	
  indicators	
  

Output	
  indicators	
  

Input	
  indicators	
  

Process	
  indicators	
  

To	
  measure	
  progress	
  in	
  
achieving	
  Expected	
  Outcome	
  
and	
  Goals	
  of	
  Sendai	
  Framework	
  

To	
  measure	
  progress	
  in	
  
achieving	
  7	
  Global	
  Targets	
  of	
  
Sendai	
  Framework	
  

To	
  measure	
  progress	
  in	
  achieving	
  
Outputs,	
  Inputs,	
  and	
  	
  Processes	
  	
  
of	
  13	
  Guiding	
  Principles	
  and	
  91	
  
ac6vi6es	
  of	
  4	
  Priori6es	
  of	
  Ac6on	
  
of	
  Sendai	
  Framework	
  

2030	
  

2020-­‐30	
  
2030	
  
2020	
  

No	
  6me	
  
frame,	
  	
  but	
  
con6nuous	
  
monitoring	
  
necessary	
  	
  



Sendai	
  indicators	
  much	
  more	
  
challenging	
  than	
  HFA	
  

•  Scope	
  of	
  Sendai	
  Framework	
  much	
  broader	
  than	
  
Hyogo	
  Framework	
  (Para	
  15)	
  

•  Unlike	
  HFA,	
  Sendai	
  Framework	
  provided	
  7	
  
quan6ta6ve	
  global	
  targets	
  (Para	
  18)	
  

•  HFA	
  mandate	
  was	
  to	
  UNISDR	
  to	
  develop	
  
indicators	
  to	
  ‘assist	
  States	
  to	
  assess	
  their	
  
progress	
  in	
  implementa6on	
  of	
  the	
  Framework’,	
  
but	
  Sendai	
  mandate	
  is	
  to	
  OEIWG	
  to	
  develop	
  
possible	
  indicators	
  to	
  	
  ‘measure	
  global	
  
progress’	
  (Para	
  50)	
  



Global	
  progress	
  cannot	
  be	
  measured	
  
by	
  any	
  other	
  means	
  than	
  colla6on	
  of	
  

na6onal	
  and	
  regional	
  progress.	
  
Therefore	
  Sendai	
  indicators	
  must	
  be	
  
rooted	
  firmly	
  in	
  na6onal	
  and	
  regional	
  

systems	
  of	
  measuring	
  progress.	
  



Overview	
  of	
  HFA	
  Indicators	
  
•  Indicators	
  of	
  Progress:	
  UNISDR	
  proposed	
  a	
  set	
  of	
  3	
  
indicators	
  for	
  ‘Expected	
  Outcome’,	
  7	
  indicators	
  for	
  
‘Strategic	
  Goals’,	
  22	
  Core	
  Indicators	
  for	
  Priori6es	
  of	
  
Ac6on,	
  and	
  118	
  Addi6onal	
  Possible	
  Indicators	
  

•  Online	
  HFA	
  Monitor	
  was	
  developed	
  for	
  biennial	
  
quan6ta6ve	
  self-­‐assessment	
  of	
  progress	
  by	
  countries	
  on	
  
22	
  Core	
  Indicators	
  on	
  a	
  scale	
  of	
  1-­‐5	
  supplemented	
  by	
  
qualita6ve	
  self-­‐assessment	
  on	
  30	
  Key	
  Ques6ons/	
  Issues	
  

•  109	
  Means	
  of	
  Verifica6on	
  introduced	
  in	
  2009	
  
•  Regional	
  Indicators:	
  14	
  Indicators	
  introduced	
  in	
  2009	
  
for	
  measuring	
  progress	
  on	
  regional	
  coopera6on	
  

•  Local	
  Indicators:	
  10	
  	
  Indicators	
  introduced	
  in	
  2012	
  for	
  
Local	
  Government	
  Self-­‐Assessment	
  Tools	
  (LGSAT)	
  	
  



Key	
  lessons	
  from	
  HFA	
  Monitor	
  

•  Every	
  country	
  did	
  not	
  par6cipate:	
  62	
  for	
  
2007-­‐2009,	
  105	
  for	
  2009-­‐2011,	
  99	
  for	
  2011-­‐2013	
  

•  33	
  countries	
  par6cipated	
  in	
  all	
  3	
  cycles,	
  35	
  in	
  2	
  
cycles	
  and	
  69	
  in	
  1	
  cycle	
  (total	
  140	
  out	
  of	
  168	
  	
  that	
  
adopted	
  HFA	
  +	
  23	
  countries	
  that	
  joined)	
  

•  Only	
  2	
  regional	
  organisa6ons	
  and	
  112	
  city	
  
governments	
  par6cipated	
  in	
  regional/local	
  
monitors	
  

•  Self-­‐assessment	
  was	
  subjec6ve	
  -­‐	
  perils	
  of	
  under-­‐
assessment	
  and	
  over-­‐assessment	
  	
  



OpportuniKes	
  for	
  Sendai	
  Indicators	
  	
  

•  Develop	
  indicators	
  that	
  are	
  truly	
  global	
  -­‐	
  covers	
  all	
  
193	
  member	
  countries	
  of	
  UN	
  

•  Develop	
  indicators	
  that	
  truly	
  measures	
  global	
  
progress	
  capturing	
  informa6on	
  from	
  all	
  available	
  
sources	
  	
  

•  Develop	
  indicators	
  that	
  are	
  linked	
  with	
  Sustainable	
  
Development	
  Goals	
  (	
  Goals	
  1,2,3,4,9,11,13,14,15)	
  

•  Develop	
  sta6s6cal	
  systems	
  that	
  capture	
  necessary	
  
data	
  on	
  indicators	
  at	
  na6onal	
  and	
  regional	
  levels	
  



Challenges	
  	
  

•  Development	
  of	
  global	
  disaster	
  damage-­‐loss-­‐
resilience	
  database	
  that	
  covers	
  all	
  member	
  
countries	
  of	
  the	
  UN	
  is	
  probably	
  the	
  most	
  daun6ng	
  
challenge	
  for	
  Sendai	
  Indicators	
  

•  Shortcomings	
  of	
  exis6ng	
  global	
  and	
  na6onal	
  
database	
  on	
  disaster	
  and	
  damage	
  and	
  loss	
  	
  

•  Development	
  of	
  data	
  on	
  disaster	
  risk	
  resilience	
  	
  
•  Development	
  of	
  baseline	
  data	
  for	
  measuring	
  
progress	
  2015-­‐2030	
  compared	
  to	
  2005-­‐2015	
  

•  Normalisa6on	
  of	
  data	
  on	
  catastrophic	
  disasters	
  



Timeframe	
  

•  Five	
  year	
  6me	
  frame	
  available	
  for	
  development	
  
of	
  na6onal	
  systems	
  for	
  global	
  database	
  	
  

•  Differen6al	
  6me	
  frame	
  for	
  implementa6on	
  of	
  
outcome,	
  target,	
  output,	
  input	
  and	
  process	
  
indicators	
  

•  Road	
  maps	
  may	
  be	
  necessary	
  for	
  phasing	
  of	
  
ac6vi6es	
  for	
  implementa6on	
  of	
  SFDRR	
  and	
  	
  
development	
  of	
  related	
  database	
  for	
  measuring	
  
progress	
  of	
  implementa6on	
  


