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Global: 
Counting Disaster Risk Management 



Financing DRM: Where do you go? 

• OECD DAC: time-delay, code for disaster prevention and 
preparedness (other codes), only DAC. 

• OCHA FTS: humanitarian, voluntary, no code for DRM at all. 
• Donor Data/Reports: Accessibility, small picture, 

comparing? 
• Agency Data/reports: accessibility, small picture, 

comparing?  
 

• Shared Issues: 
– Disaggregation. 
– Project Length. 



How? 

- DAC and non-DAC 
sources. 

- Manually examining 
1,048,576 project lines. 

- Extracting those that are 
disaster related. 

- Categorizing those into 
three broad areas 



Showing BroadTrends 
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The DAT: the ultimate solution? 

• What it tells us? 
– Trends of disaster risk management expenditures 

over time. Donors, recipients, volumes. 
– Loans and grants. 
– Humanitarian or Development 
– HFA related? 

 
• What it doesn’t tell us? 

– Activities 
– Most recent 
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Country:  
Counting Emergency Preparedness 



What global might tell us? 

• Disaster, not 
conflict. 

• Prevention, not just 
preparedness. 

• No activity 
breakdown. 

 
• Essentially = neither 

comprehensive nor 
detailed. 
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What Country Investigation Tells us 
about tracking? 

At best rather questionable tracking of emergency 
preparedness, a series of inter-related reasons: 
• Internationally: 

– Who? responsibility? Capacity? 
– How? with what system? Against what priorities? Against 

what frameworks? 
– What? Semantic clarity and simple knowledge. 

• Nationally:  
– Weak capacity: institutions, processes, people. 
– Is it a priority? 

• Shared: 
– Meanings and understandings. 
– Plans. 
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What I’d like to know: who spends 
how much on what? 
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What I’d like to know: investments 
from which type of source. 
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What I’d like to know: investments 
over time 
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How did we do that? 

• 40 detailed interviews over 10 days. 
• Detailed investigation of current data – direct to source: 

CERF, Flash appeal, GFDRR, climate funds etc. 
• Build a database by hand; individual judgments 
• 33 projects, 18 donors, 4 activity areas, 18 sub-categories 
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Ways Forward 
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Ways Forward: A selection. 

• Work on semantics. 
• The basics: getting reporting right. 
• Tracking against plans and priorities. (country level.) 
• Investing more heavily in specific tailored tracking 

(DAT?) 
• Solutions for embedded DRM: a marker? A % marker? 
• Review in-depth the options for reporting and tracking 

the financing of DRM 
 

• Remembering tracking has real consequences: from 
decision-making to reinforcing silos. 
 



ODI is the UK’s leading independent think tank on 
international development and humanitarian issues. 
We aim to inspire and inform policy and practice to 
reduce poverty by locking together high-quality 
applied research and practical policy advice. 

 
The views presented here are those of the speaker, 
and do not necessarily represent the views of ODI or 
our partners. 
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