Written statement by the government of the Netherlands

The Hyogo Framework for Action (HFA) has done much to raise awareness about disaster management. The focus has shifted from disaster response to disaster prevention, and it is now widely recognised that investing in disaster risk reduction (DRR) pays. DRR should be seen not as a cost, but as an opportunity. Every euro invested in prevention generates many euros in savings, in humanitarian aid and in earlier investments that have been safeguarded. Since 2007 the Netherlands has had a national safety and security strategy, involving annual nationwide risk analyses. Since last year the Dutch steering committee for national safety and security has acted as the national platform for DRR.

The Netherlands has also taken steps at international level. There are concrete plans in place to integrate DRR into development policy. To start with, the Netherlands is looking to incorporate a standard disaster risk check into its decision-making process on future development investments. To this end, multi-hazard risk assessments will be conducted in our partner countries in the developing world. The aim is not to do this in isolation, but to work as much as possible with national and local authorities, civil society organisations, the private sector, international organisations and other donors.
The HFA has accomplished a great deal, but much remains to be done. The financial impact of disasters continues to increase every year. No progress has been made at all yet on some elements of the HFA. The main stumbling block is a lack of familiarity with the HFA outside the ‘DRR community’. To make significant progress by 2015, we believe it is necessary for HFA-II to be integrated into other international agreements like the post-2015 development agenda. If DRR is not included in the post-2015 development goals, there is a real risk that HFA-II will remain a sideshow, with the result that major aspects of the framework, such as tackling underlying risk factors, will be unfeasible.
The effectiveness of HFA-II could be improved by means of a stronger donor perspective. Existing know-how in donor countries could be made more widely available to developing countries. Currently, countries share experiences in regionally-defined groups, but other parts of the world might find this same information useful. The Netherlands is more than willing to share its knowledge of water management with others, and indeed, already does so in a number of the world’s major deltas. The Netherlands itself is located in a delta, and much of the country lies below sea level. Over the centuries, our struggle against the water has made us wise and given us considerable expertise. The Dutch Water Act offers facilities at three levels: prevention, spatial planning and crisis management. Our Delta Programme aims to protect the Netherlands from floods for the next 100 years. The Netherlands is now developing a DRR facility which will make it possible to share this country’s world-renowned water expertise internationally. Through this facility, leading Dutch water experts will be deployed to other countries, at the latter’s request, to help develop disaster risk management plans. Five million euros has been set aside for this purpose. 
The success of HFA-II also depends on other factors. To begin with, we need to acknowledge that it is not only large-scale, headline-grabbing disasters that pose a threat. It is the shocks and stresses of everyday life that particularly need tackling. These include climate-related disasters: a broad-based approach is necessary. In light of this, the involvement of local communities in formulating national policy is highly necessary. After all, these are the people whom it affects most. Civil society is an essential link here. This does not mean that the text of HFA-II should be directed at specific audiences, like local leaders, women or children. A certain degree of pragmatism is advisable: let the text address the parties that should be accountable. In formulating policy it is also important to incorporate existing scientific knowledge. In practice, this is not as obvious as it might seem; incentives need to be offered for innovative forms of cooperation whereby the research community supports the government by answering questions relating to policy development.
In conclusion, it is generally acknowledged that the private sector has an essential role to play in tackling disaster risks. Public-private cooperation is therefore an integral part of the HFA when it comes to resource mobilisation. The next step could be taken in HFA-II: for delta management and major infrastructural works in DRR, a more extensive partnership must be fostered with both the private infrastructural sector and the private financial sector and the IFIs, by means of new and innovative funding models. The Netherlands is keen to share its experiences in this area.
AVT13/ BZ108615
1

