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UNISDR Strategic Framework 2016 – 2021: 
A theory of change
- DRR is essential for sustainable development, and risk-

informed development is key for successful 
management of disaster risks

- Managing disaster risks cannot be separated from the 
broader governance of social and economic 
development 

- Successful disaster risk governance relies on 
functioning and accountable institutions, and low levels 
of poverty and social inequality

- DRR as a means to reduce humanitarian needs
- Behavioral change in focus 
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DRR is essential to sustainable development, and a risk-informed development path is key to the successful management of disaster risks.
Disaster risk is part of social and economic development, rooted in poverty and
inequality, evolving over time. Consequently,
managing disaster risks cannot be separated
from the broader governance of social and
economic development. 
Successful disaster risk governance relies on accountable institutions, appropriately resourced local governments,
functional judicial systems, and low levels of
poverty and social inequality.
The international humanitarian system is also
under increasing strain with unprecedented humanitarian
needs in many regions of the world.
It has become clear that current and expected
future levels of assistance required cannot be
sustained and that the risks of humanitarian crises
and disasters have to be reduced significantly.
UNISDR recognises that behavioural change
f society as a whole is required to substantially
reduce disaster losses. It therefore directly
supports governments and acts as a convener
and catalyst for action by a wide range of stakeholders,
including the United Nations system
and regional organisations, major groups, civil
society and the private sector, parliamentarians
and key decision-makers, and the science and
technology community.
International agreements on disaster risk reduction,
sustainable development, financing for
development, and climate change mitigation
and adaptation present a unique opportunity for
increased coherence and global impact. For the
first time, this set of interconnected agreements
has the potential to catalyse international development
that is sensitive to trade-offs between
economic, social and environmental priorities,
recognises the critical role of gender equality and
mainstreaming, and reflects an understanding of
climate and disaster risk. Today, the international
community, including the public and private sector,
has a unique opportunity to change the way
that development is understood, implemented
and measured.




UNISDR’S ROLE IN DRIVING THE IMPLEMENTATION 
OF THE SENDAI FRAMEWORK 

Support Regional, 
National (and sub-
national) efforts to 
incorporate “risk” in
planning and action 

at all levels

Catalyse action 
through partners 
and stakeholders

Monitoring of the 
Sendai Framework 
implementation, 

coherently with the 
Paris Agreement, 

SDGs 
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There are three strategic areas that UNISDR is driving that we believe can best support Member States and stakeholders implement the Sendai Framework.



Catalyzing Partners and Stakeholders

Science and 
Technology 
community 

through the S&T 
Advisory Group 

and the S&T 
Roadmap 

adopted in 
January 2016

UN system via 
the UN Plan of 
Action on DRR 
for Resilience 
and a Senior 
Leadership 

Group

Private Sector 
via the ARISE 

network, a 
unique group of 
business leaders 

committed to 
disaster risk 

reduction

Mayors and 
local 

governments 
through the 

Making Cities 
Resilient 
Campaign UN system via 

the UN Plan of 
Action on DRR 
for Resilience 
and a Senior 
Leadership 

Group
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CONVENING, CONNECTING, ADVOCATING WITH, AND LEVERAGING THE POTENTIAL OF PARTNERSHIPS, TO CATALYZE RISK-SENSITIVE PLANNING AT ALL LEVELS

Partnerships are at the core of what UNISDR does at all levels.

Among others, UNISDR is working with the science and technology community, the private sector, local governments and the wider UN system through dedicated mechanisms to catalyse risk-sensitive decision making in multiple sectors. 

Our work with additional partners also continues such as with the insurance sector, civil society organizations, and youth groups, women’s groups, groups of persons with disabilities and so on. We now have a wealth of experience and lessons in partnerships and are in the process of developing a UNISDR Partnership Strategy, based on the principle of consultation with our partners, that will help drive this area of work in the most strategic and impactful way possible.




New UNISDR Partnership Strategy

• Reflection the call for an all-of-society approach
• Professional, systematized, coherent and sustainable

approach for UNISDR partner engagement
• Including development of partnership structures and 

criteria for all partner groups
• Consultations between November 2017 -February 2018
• Final Strategy by April 2018
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Sendai Framework Paras 19 (d) and 35 call for an all-of-society approach
Paras 36, 48 outline concrete role and responsibilities of partners
SDG 17: Strengthen the means of implementation and revitalize the global     partnership for sustainable development’ recognizes partnerships as important vehicles for supporting the achievement of the sustainable  development goals in all countries.    
 Target     17.16: Enhance the global partnership for sustainable development, complemented by multi-­‐stakeholder partnerships that    mobilize and share knowledge, expertise, technology and financial     resources, to support the achievement of the SDGs in all countries, in  particular developing countries. 
Target    17.17: Encourage and promote effective public, public -­‐private     and civil society partnerships, building on the experience and resourcing    strategies of partnerships.




Objective

• Develop strategic partnerships to encourage and 
support broad stakeholder engagement in the 
implementation of the Sendai Framework

• In support of the achievement of UNISDR 
mandate through the delivery of the UNISDR 
Strategic Framework and Work Programmes 
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Partnership: A collaborative relationship between entities to work toward shared objectives through a mutually agreed division of labor (WB 1998). 
Partner: A person who takes part in an undertaking with another or others, especially in a business or firm with shared risks and profits (Oxford Dictionary)
Stakeholder: A person with an interest or concern in something, especially a business (Oxford Dictionary)
Collaboration: The action of working with someone to produce something. (Oxford Dictionary)




Scope

• Encompasses all UNISDR partnerships (civil society, 
community-based, parliamentarians, private sector, 
S&T, IFIs, IGOs, media, local Govs)

• ‘Multiplier’ potential (Associations, networks, 
platforms)

• With political or institutional clout or scientific integrity
• Cross-fertilization and linkages with

intergovernmental and interagency cooperation
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Partnerships as to definition, i.e. specific cooperation with a clear, mutual goal and agreed activities with partners 



Areas of Partner Engagement 

• Advocacy, outreach and implementation: 
Collaborating with partners to influence and mobilize
their respective constituencies and to implement
Sendai 

• Technical and Political Support to UNISDR for 
the delivery of UNISDR Work Programme  

• Information and Monitoring through
Preventionweb and Voluntary Committments
platform

• Thematic engagement 
• Resource Mobilization
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Note: Increased financing would mainly be IFIs and private sector as applicable



Visual of Partner Engagement 

- Collaboration,     - Advocacy, Outreach, Implementation
- Implementation - Technical and Political Support
- Information        - Thematic Engagement 
- Monitoring - Resource Mobilization

UNISDR Partners Stakeholders

Sendai 
Framework 
Implementation



Global Capacity Development Strategy for 
Sendai Implementation

• Focused on Member States and stakeholder capacity
• building 
• To ensure complementarity of partner efforts in the 

Member States for resilience development
• Initial discussions at GP17
• Regional consultations ongoing, led by
• UNISDR Global Education and Training Institute (GETI)
• Global consultations in February 2018 in Geneva, 

Switzerland



Engagement of the S&T community

Sendai Paragraph 36 (b): “Academia, scientific and 
research entities and networks to: 

• Focus on the disaster risk factors and scenarios, 
including emerging disaster risks, in the medium and 
long term;

• Increase research for regional, national and local 
application;

• Support action by local communities and authorities; 
and support the interface between policy and science 
for decision-making”.



Role of UNISDR

• Sendai Para 48 c): …facilitate the enhancement of, and 
continuing to service, the United Nations Office for 
Disaster Risk Reduction Scientific and Technical 
Advisory Group in mobilizing science and technical 
work on disaster risk reduction

• UNISDR will host the Secretariat of the S&T 
Partnership and global and regional STAGs, reporting 
to SRSG. 
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The Secretariat will be hosted within UNISDR. The Secretariat will perform day-to-day management of the Partnership, and will provide ongoing technical and logistical support to STAG and the Working Groups to undertake their respective functions. 
The Secretariat will also help to ensure coordination across themes, projects, regions and committees, liaise with key stakeholders, assist with mobilisation of financial resources and assist in the facilitation of monitoring and evaluation of the STAG’s work. 
The Secretariat will report to the Special Representative of the Secretary-General on DRR. 




S&T tools and structures

- Science and Technology Roadmap (Jan 2016) 
- Science and Technology Partnership
- Global and Regional Science and Technology Advisory

Groups (UNISDR-STAGs)
- Scientific and Technical Working Groups for DRR 



Goal and Focus: Sendai para 25g)  
Strengthen the evidence-base for Sendai by 
• Promoting scientific research; 
• Disseminating risk information; 
• Providing guidance on methodologies and standards; 
• Identifying research and technology gaps and set
• recommendations; 
• Promoting and supporting the availability and 

application of S&T to decision-making; 
• Using post-disaster reviews as opportunities to 

enhance learning and public policy; and disseminating 
studies. 
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S&T community to strengthen the evidence-base by 
 Promote scientific research of disaster risk patterns, causes and effects; 
 Disseminate risk information with the best use of geospatial information technology; 
 Provide guidance on methodologies and standards for risk assessments, disaster risk modelling and the use of data; 
 Identify research and technology gaps and set recommendations for research priority areas in disaster risk reduction; 
 Promote and support the availability and application of science and technology to decision-making; 
 Contribute to the update of the 2009 UNISDR Terminology on Disaster Risk Reduction; 
 Use post-disaster reviews as opportunities to enhance learning and public policy; and disseminate studies. 




Science and Technology Advisory Group

- 21 new UNISDR-STAG members appointed for 2 years
by SRSG in 2017

- Reflecting geographical balance, gender and age
- Development of regional STAGs in process
- Reports to SRSG and to the Scientific and Technical 

Partnership 
- First meeting on 11 December, focus on workplan and 

working modalities for STAG and S&T Partnership



STAG activities

Direct, guide and support the S&T Partnership by: 
i) preparing, presenting and participating in the 
implementation of the Partnership’s work plan 
ii) monitoring implementation of the work plan 
iii) approving TOR and monitoring the activities of 
Technical Working Groups
iv) providing technical expertise and support to UNISDR
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Direct, guide and support the S&T Partnership by: 
i) preparing, presenting and participating in the implementation of the Partnership’s work plan to the Partnership for approbation; 
ii) monitoring the implementation of the Partnership’s work plan, once approved by the Partnership; 
iii) approving the terms of reference and monitoring the activities of Technical Working Groups; and 
iv) providing technical expertise and support to the Secretariat; 




i) Work in coordination and linkage to national and 
regional DRR platforms, partners or networks 

ii) Advise national, regional and global DRR platforms to 
integrate S&T actors in their bodies and events 

iii) Contribute to and implement DRR policies in 
collaboration with various stakeholders in the different 
areas 

iv) Identify key scientific information, knowledge and 
case studies needed for policymakers and practitioners 

v) Catalyze new efforts and partnership to generate new 
knowledge and contribute to capacity building for 
scientists particularly in developing countries.

STAG activities… continued



Scientific and Technical Working Groups 

• To be established to complete concrete activities or 
products of the Partnership and STAG work plan 

• Composed of members of the S&T Partnership, with 
geographical, gender, age balance.

• Hosted by a partner organisation
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Foreseen to complete concrete activities or products in the Partnership and STAG work plan. For instance to update DRR terminology, identify and review case studies, organize scientific conference. And a number of areas to be determined by the Partnership. 
Working Groups will be composed by members of the Scientific and Technical Partnership and will be balanced geographically, and by gender and age. The Working Groups will be hosted by a relevant organisation. 




UNISDR Key Priorities 2018-2019 

- Sendai Framework Monitor development and roll-out
- Support national data collection, assessment and 

analysis for Sendai Framework and SDGs
- Development of National and Local Strategies, Plans 

and Capacities
- Global Assessment Report 2019 
- Regional Platforms 2018 and Global Platform 2019



• Development of Sendai Framework Monitor (SFM)
• Retrofit of Loss Data Accounting as integrated sub-system 

of SFM 
• Review of the UNISDR Global Risk Assessment (GRA) to 

align to the Sendai Framework
• Review of UNISDR national risk profiles to align to Sendai, 

SDGs, MAPS SDG Acceleration Toolkit
• Review of Global Assessment Report (GAR)

Monitoring global implementation the Sendai 
Framework for DRR, losses and  risk trends
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Global analysis and trends in progress in implementing the Sendai Framework will be undertaken biennially by UNISDR.  

Preliminary country reports may be validated by RPs, with assessment results presented at successive GPs, which will then take stock, validate progress results, and then use this to guide implementation, contributing where relevant to the deliberations of the HLPF.

1st Sendai Framework Progress Report (analysis and trends) expected in 2019 - on an exceptional basis, cover trends for 2015-2016 and 2017-2018.

SDGs Report is submitted every year to the HLPF – as custodian agency, UNISDR is responsible for providing narrative on progress in meeting disaster-related targets.

Work continues with the Secretariat of the IAEG-SDGs and relevant partners to develop the mechanics and protocols for integrated monitoring and reporting against both the Sendai Framework and disaster-related targets of the SDGs.

While it presents certain challenges, simultaneous monitoring and reporting against the targets of both the Sendai Framework and the SDGs (inter alia using single data sources) is possible. 


Annual vs biennial reporting



Content of the Sendai Framework Monitor (SFM)

• UNGA A/RES/71/276 endorsed indicators (33 stand-
alone + 5 compound indicators) to measure 7 global 
targets of Sendai Framework and DRR terminology 

• UNISDR & partners are developing Custom Indicators, 
corresponding to the Sendai Framework priorities for 
national self-assessment

• UNISDR & partners developed local risk and 
resilience indicators (Score Card for Cities), 
corresponding to the 10 Essentials of the MCR 
Campaign linked to Sendai Framework



Milestones Sendai Framework Monitor  

• Prototype presentation at GP17 for comments; 
additional comments were received till August

• Build-process and testing in Q3/4 2017

• Mixed Sendai/SDG’s reporting will open 31 March 
2018. Focus on Target A-E 2015-2017. 

• To align with SDG reporting on SDG cycles 2015, 
2016, 2017 due 30 April 2018 
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Global analysis and trends in progress in implementing the Sendai Framework will be undertaken biennially by UNISDR.  

Preliminary country reports may be validated by RPs, with assessment results presented at successive GPs, which will then take stock, validate progress results, and then use this to guide implementation, contributing where relevant to the deliberations of the HLPF.

1st Sendai Framework Progress Report (analysis and trends) expected in 2019 - on an exceptional basis, cover trends for 2015-2016 and 2017-2018.

SDGs Report is submitted every year to the HLPF – as custodian agency, UNISDR is responsible for providing narrative on progress in meeting disaster-related targets.

Work continues with the Secretariat of the IAEG-SDGs and relevant partners to develop the mechanics and protocols for integrated monitoring and reporting against both the Sendai Framework and disaster-related targets of the SDGs.

While it presents certain challenges, simultaneous monitoring and reporting against the targets of both the Sendai Framework and the SDGs (inter alia using single data sources) is possible. 


Annual vs biennial reporting




Milestones Sendai Framework Monitor  

• Oct 2018: Deadline for Sendai baseline 2005-2014 
and implementation cycle 2015-2016; snapshot
analysis and presentation of progress in GP 2019 

• 1st SFM Reporting Cycle due in February 2019; 
reports on national baselines for global targets (2005 
– 2014), and implementation 2015-2016 and 2017 -
2018
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Global analysis and trends in progress in implementing the Sendai Framework will be undertaken biennially by UNISDR.  

Preliminary country reports may be validated by RPs, with assessment results presented at successive GPs, which will then take stock, validate progress results, and then use this to guide implementation, contributing where relevant to the deliberations of the HLPF.

1st Sendai Framework Progress Report (analysis and trends) expected in 2019 - on an exceptional basis, cover trends for 2015-2016 and 2017-2018.

SDGs Report is submitted every year to the HLPF – as custodian agency, UNISDR is responsible for providing narrative on progress in meeting disaster-related targets.

Work continues with the Secretariat of the IAEG-SDGs and relevant partners to develop the mechanics and protocols for integrated monitoring and reporting against both the Sendai Framework and disaster-related targets of the SDGs.

While it presents certain challenges, simultaneous monitoring and reporting against the targets of both the Sendai Framework and the SDGs (inter alia using single data sources) is possible. 


Annual vs biennial reporting




Launch of the SFM Process, Bonn, Germany, 
6-8 Dec 2017
• Technical Workshop to familiarize Member States 

with the Technical Guidance Notes and the SFM 
system

• Review reporting timeline of 1st reporting cycles 
(HLPF, RPs 2018; GP19) and requirements for baseline 
data (2005-2015)

• Technical support on data requirements, 
computational methodologies and related topics

• Exchange experiences regarding the current status of 
the National SFM



Target Audience and Expected Outcome

• Sendai National Focal Points
• National Statistics Offices (NSOs)
• Other relevant national data custodians
• UN and other international and regional organizations
• Stakeholder representatives (private sector, academia, 

NGOs, etc.)

Better understand data collection and reporting
Explore relevant issues including coherence with 
other global agendas 



Topics
• Methodologies of global indicators

• Presentation of draft SFM System and the proposed 

new disaster loss data collection tool

• Thematic discussions (disaggregation, hazard 

classification, critical infrastructure, basic services, 

productive assets, slow-onset disasters)

• Custom indicators

• Coherence with SDG and Paris Agreement 

• Introduction of relevant research and programmes



Disaster-related data: A critical issue

Sendai Framework Data Readiness Review 2017 to 
assess:

• the availability of national disaster-related data
to monitor and report on the indicators measuring the 
global targets of the Sendai Framework 

• disaster-related data gaps and the type of 
resources required to fill data gaps identified

• countries’ current ability to establish baselines 
for measuring the global targets of the Sendai 
Framework

Presenter
Presentation Notes
In adopting the Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction 2015 - 2030 member states agreed that it was necessary to measure, monitor and report progress towards the reduction of disaster risk and losses through 7 global disaster risk reduction targets  and related indicators . To track progress towards these targets, the global indicator framework needs to capture the aspirations of continued reduction of existing and future risk and losses, and the creation of the increasing resilience of nations and societies towards the impact of disasters, through data.

In contributing to the Review, Member States assessed their state of readiness to monitor and report on the indicators measuring the global targets of the Sendai Framework, and specifically, the availability of national disaster-related data, disaster-related data gaps and the type of resources required to fill data gaps identified.  It also assessed countries’ current ability to set up baselines for measuring the global targets of the Sendai Framework. 





87 countries contributed to the
Sendai Framework Data Readiness Review 2017
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As of 20 April 2017, it had received the inputs of 87 countries with the following regional distribution:
�                         Africa – 10                             Europe – 26
                         Americas – 17                       Asia – 17 
                         Arab States – 10                   Pacific – 7




National data availability
by global Target of the Sendai Framework
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Indicators with the highest current data availability are generally observed across Targets A – D with regard to disaster losses – for example, 83% of countries identify data available to report on the number of deaths attributed to disasters.  

Although there are disparities in the availability of data for these Targets when measuring losses in terms of livelihoods, productive assets or cultural heritage for example.

The majority of countries can currently fully monitor targets A and B, through either available or proxy data (which would be for example the combination of statistical population data and ‘number of dwellings destroyed’, to arrive at the ‘number of people whose dwellings have been destroyed’).    

As for Targets C & D, the majority of countries report partial data availability for monitoring.  

Currently 64-70% of countries collect disaster loss data on people missing, injured or ill, the number of dwellings damaged and destroyed, damage and disruption to livelihoods, losses to agriculture, health, education and housing sector.

However only 37-55% of countries report that they collect data on economic losses in productive assets, losses in critical infrastructure and cultural heritage, and disruptions to health, education and other basic services.

In summary, while a solid basis of disaster loss data collection exists in many countries, the data is typically more available on physical damage and human impact, and less available on economic losses, losses of specific assets and infrastructure, cultural heritage and disruptions to services. 

Lowest data availability - with a little over 20% of countries – was reported for the indicators for Targets F and G.
 
Sendai Framework Targets E-G concern policy and other input indicators, and countries report wide variation in data availability.

This ranges from 57-72% for data pertaining to early warning systems, risk information and people evacuated,  to 39-54% of countries for data on national and local DRR strategies, to only 23-37% of countries with the data for indicators on international cooperation. 

In terms of the ability to create a baseline for the disaster loss-related global targets A-D, 40-60% of countries are able to develop a baseline for most indicators.

But only 29-33% of countries can develop a baseline for data on damaged critical infrastructure units and facilities, disruptions to health, education and other basic services, direct economic losses to productive assets and direct economic losses in the housing sector.

The data columns in the chart labelled as proxy, indicates where questions were added to the Review where data were assumed to be inconsistent or scarce, so as to allow an assessment of data availability and sources that could serve as a proxy for the indicator.  This has become common practice in efforts supporting the development of many of the 98 existing national disaster loss accounting systems.



• New data collection methodology in development
• Words into Action guidelines (WIA) on National Risk

Assessment (launched in Sept 2017); WIA on national 
DRR strategies and NAPs in development

• Technical guidance for Sendai reporting in development
• New Partnerships such as the Global partnership for 

disaster-related statistics to develop minimum standards 
and metadata for disaster-related data, statistics and 
analysis and methodologies for measurement of 
indicators and the processing of statistical data with 
relevant technical partners

Supporting enhanced data collection and analysis
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Global analysis and trends in progress in implementing the Sendai Framework will be undertaken biennially by UNISDR.  

Preliminary country reports may be validated by RPs, with assessment results presented at successive GPs, which will then take stock, validate progress results, and then use this to guide implementation, contributing where relevant to the deliberations of the HLPF.

1st Sendai Framework Progress Report (analysis and trends) expected in 2019 - on an exceptional basis, cover trends for 2015-2016 and 2017-2018.
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Work continues with the Secretariat of the IAEG-SDGs and relevant partners to develop the mechanics and protocols for integrated monitoring and reporting against both the Sendai Framework and disaster-related targets of the SDGs.

While it presents certain challenges, simultaneous monitoring and reporting against the targets of both the Sendai Framework and the SDGs (inter alia using single data sources) is possible. 


Annual vs biennial reporting



Global Platform for Disaster Risk Reduction, 

Outcomes of 5th GP, 22-26 May 2017, Cancun Mexico:

• 5000 participants reporting remarkable progress in 
implementing Sendai

• Commitments to:
• accelerate efforts to achieve Target E by 2020
• inclusive and gender-sensitive DRR

• Leaders Forum: committed to conducting a risk 
assessment of critical infrastructure by 2019, and risk-
informed new infrastructure investments

• Focus on coherence and synergies between Sendai 
Framework and Paris Agreement
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The Fifth Global Platform for Disaster Risk Reduction
More than 5000 participants came together from governments, private sector, and civil society. 

Discussions reflected the excellent progress made by Member States in commencing implementation of the Sendai Framework. Many governments have either already aligned or are in the process of aligning their disaster risk management strategies and plans with the Sendai Framework. Countries are enacting legislation, investing in analytical expertise, engaging actively with local governments, and many are moving their DRR focal points to cabinet offices. 

Civil society and stakeholders were also very well engaged not just at the GP itself but in designing the sessions and contributing to the agenda-setting in the run up to. UNISDR committed to undertaking outreach and creative avenues of engagement for all stakeholder groups mentioned in the Sendai Framework (up to 15 including older persons, trade unions, women’s groups, persons with disabilities, children and youth etc). This has been our model for a long time and we consider this one of our strengths and are pleased to now be able to share our experience with other UN agencies some of whom have expressed interest in following suit.

The outcome of the GP included a Chair’s Summary and a high level communique adopted at the Leaders Forum chaired by President Pena Nieto and the Deputy Secretary General Mohamed. A range of important themes came up at the GP and are captured in the outcome documents. 

c.     The two that I would be remiss not to mention here are:
	i. the strong call in the Chair’s Summary to accelerate all efforts towards Target E of the Sendai Framework 	which culminates in 2020 – of national and local strategies for disaster risk reduction.
	ii. the commitment of the Heads and Deputy Heads of States, and CEOs in the Leaders Forum to 	undertake a risk assessment of critical infrastructure by 2019, given the importance of preventing new risk 	and reducing existing risk in this area and
      
 



6th Global Platform, 13-17 May 2019, 
Geneva, Switzerland

Theme and Agenda setting started guided by: 
• Sendai Framework
• Chair’s summary of GP17
• New emerging issues 
• HLPF 2018 and 2019 themes and the specific SDG 

reviews 
• Consultations with Stakeholders and the Governments

GP/RPs expected to feed into deliberations of UN
governance bodies and mechanisms (UNGA, ECOSOC,
HLPF)



What to expect

• Monitor and review progress in Sendai 
implementation, based on countries’ SFM reports and 
voluntary commitments reports

• Stocktaking of Target E) implementation 
• Contribution to HLPF 2019 (Empowering people and 

ensuring inclusiveness and equality), 2019 review of 
SDGs 4, 8, 10, 13 and 16 and COP25



GP19 Roadmap

• Nov 2017 – Feb 2018: Consultations on thematic 
focus 

• March 2018: Final thematic scope and concept 
• 2018: Engagement with stakeholders and 

Governments on the content & outcomes of GP19, 
including at RPs (CASC, Americas, Asia, Pacific, Africa, 
Arab States, Europe)

• July 2018 HLPF: Transformation towards sustainable 
and resilient societies

• May 2019: GP19
• July 2019: HLPF: Empowering people and ensuring 

inclusiveness and equality
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Preliminary country reports may be validated by RPs, with assessment results presented at successive GPs, which will then take stock, validate progress results, and then use this to guide implementation, contributing where relevant to the deliberations of the HLPF.

SDGs Report is submitted every year to the HLPF – as custodian agency, UNISDR is responsible for providing narrative on progress in meeting disaster-related targets.
Work continues with the Secretariat of the IAEG-SDGs and relevant partners to develop the mechanics and protocols for integrated monitoring and reporting against both the Sendai Framework and disaster-related targets of the SDGs.
While it presents certain challenges, simultaneous monitoring and reporting against the targets of both the Sendai Framework and the SDGs (inter alia using single data sources) is possible. 







Questions

• What are your priorities (or specific goals/targets) in 
the next two years vis-à-vis accelerating the 
implementation of the Sendai Framework? 

• Given the multi-stakeholder nature of the GP, how can 
it best contribute to advancing your goals? What do 
you expect to happen there? (find new partners, 
etc.) 

• What should be the thematic focus of GP19?



Global Assessment Report (GAR)

• UNISDR DRR Global Review 2007: Progress on HFA 
• GAR09- Risk and Poverty in a Changing Climate:

Bidirectional nexus between poverty and DRR 
• GAR11- Revealing Risk, Redefining Development: The 

Public Investment Case
• GAR13- From Shared Risk to Shared Value: The 

Business Case for Disaster Risk Reduction 
• GAR15- Making Development Sustainable: The Future 

of Disaster Risk Management: Moving from managing 
disasters to managing risks for resilience sustainable 
development
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In 2007 UNISDR published Disaster Risk Reduction: Global Review 2007, which assessed progress made globally towards the implementation of the HFA, covering the first two years of the HFA, 2005 - 2007. Shortly afterwards, work began on the first edition in the GAR series, which has compiled and analyzed data and information on disaster risk patterns and trends, government self-assessments of progress, and critical challenges to disaster risk reduction since 2009.
 
GAR09, Risk and Poverty in a Changing Climate, provided evidence that disaster risk is disproportionately concentrated in lower-income countries with weak governance. Within countries, it showed how underlying drivers such as badly planned and managed urban development, vulnerable rural livelihoods, environmental degradation, poverty and inequality further generate and accumulate disaster risk in low-income communities and households. GAR09 highlighted that the relationship between disaster risk and poverty is bidirectional. Unless poverty and underlying inequality are addressed, disaster risk will continue to rise. At the same time, disaster losses aggravate the depth and breadth of poverty and undermine any progress towards poverty reduction and sustainable development. GAR09 made the case for action to address the underlying risk drivers through aligning the efforts pursued under the disaster risk reduction, climate change and poverty reduction agendas.
 
The findings of GAR09 flowed into GAR11, Revealing Risk, Redefining Development, where the focus shifted to identifying effective public policies to address the disaster risk–poverty nexus. GAR11 analyzed the political and economic imperatives and constraints for increased public investment in disaster risk reduction. Using innovative hybrid probabilistic risk models, GAR11 produced risk profiles for a number of countries in order to demonstrate how a risk-layered approach to managing disaster risks could maximize benefits while reducing costs. GAR11 also built on the recommendations of GAR09, highlighting opportunities to integrate disaster risk reduction into existing development instruments and mechanisms in the urban, environmental, social and economic sectors.
 
In GAR13, From Shared Risk to Shared Value: The Business Case for Disaster Risk Reduction, the focus shifted once again, this time from public policies and investment to the largely unexplored nexus between private investment and disaster risk. In most economies, public investment represents only 15-30 per cent of total capital formation. How disaster risk is addressed in the other 70-85 per cent of capital investment is therefore critical. GAR13 showed how businesses can invest in managing their disaster risks to reduce the costs and interruptions represented by disaster losses and impacts, and how they can enhance performance and reputation by minimizing uncertainty and unpredictability. By underlining the interdependence of the public and private sectors, the report demonstrated why effectively managing disaster risks in both sectors is critical to competitiveness, sustainability and resilience, and why it is necessary to adopt a broader approach to value creation that also addresses the underlying drivers of risk.
 
Each GAR produced detailed sets of recommendations. While these were specific to the theme of each report, they can be summarized as two mutually supportive streams, brought into increasing focus as they flowed through the three reports: (1) address the underlying drivers of disaster risk to avoid risk generation and accumulation, and (2) strengthen the governance of disaster risk in order to be able to do so.
 
GAR15, Making Development Sustainable: The Future of Disaster Risk Management focused on the second of these streams and presents the case for a broad reinterpretation of disaster risk reduction. As the HFA draws to a close, GAR15 questions whether the way in which disaster risk reduction has been approached under the HFA is really fit for purpose in a world now threatened by catastrophic increases in disaster risk. In Part I of GAR15, new evidence on contemporary patterns and trends in disaster risk was presented in order to assess the extent to which the expected outcome of the HFA has been achieved. Parts II and III examined whether the way disaster risk reduction has been approached is appropriate to address an increasingly accelerated generation and accumulation of disaster risks. The concluding chapter showed why the focus of disaster risk reduction needs to move from managing disasters to managing risks if it is to contribute to making development sustainable.




GAR19

• Theme and focus consultations starting now
• GAR Advisory Group meeting on 12 December 2017
• Expert Meeting on Global Risk Assessment

Framework, findings of which will be featured in the 
global risk analysis of GAR19  
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In 2007 UNISDR published Disaster Risk Reduction: Global Review 2007, which assessed progress made globally towards the implementation of the HFA, covering the first two years of the HFA, 2005 - 2007. Shortly afterwards, work began on the first edition in the GAR series, which has compiled and analyzed data and information on disaster risk patterns and trends, government self-assessments of progress, and critical challenges to disaster risk reduction since 2009.
 
GAR09, Risk and Poverty in a Changing Climate, provided evidence that disaster risk is disproportionately concentrated in lower-income countries with weak governance. Within countries, it showed how underlying drivers such as badly planned and managed urban development, vulnerable rural livelihoods, environmental degradation, poverty and inequality further generate and accumulate disaster risk in low-income communities and households. GAR09 highlighted that the relationship between disaster risk and poverty is bidirectional. Unless poverty and underlying inequality are addressed, disaster risk will continue to rise. At the same time, disaster losses aggravate the depth and breadth of poverty and undermine any progress towards poverty reduction and sustainable development. GAR09 made the case for action to address the underlying risk drivers through aligning the efforts pursued under the disaster risk reduction, climate change and poverty reduction agendas.
 
The findings of GAR09 flowed into GAR11, Revealing Risk, Redefining Development, where the focus shifted to identifying effective public policies to address the disaster risk–poverty nexus. GAR11 analyzed the political and economic imperatives and constraints for increased public investment in disaster risk reduction. Using innovative hybrid probabilistic risk models, GAR11 produced risk profiles for a number of countries in order to demonstrate how a risk-layered approach to managing disaster risks could maximize benefits while reducing costs. GAR11 also built on the recommendations of GAR09, highlighting opportunities to integrate disaster risk reduction into existing development instruments and mechanisms in the urban, environmental, social and economic sectors.
 
In GAR13, From Shared Risk to Shared Value: The Business Case for Disaster Risk Reduction, the focus shifted once again, this time from public policies and investment to the largely unexplored nexus between private investment and disaster risk. In most economies, public investment represents only 15-30 per cent of total capital formation. How disaster risk is addressed in the other 70-85 per cent of capital investment is therefore critical. GAR13 showed how businesses can invest in managing their disaster risks to reduce the costs and interruptions represented by disaster losses and impacts, and how they can enhance performance and reputation by minimizing uncertainty and unpredictability. By underlining the interdependence of the public and private sectors, the report demonstrated why effectively managing disaster risks in both sectors is critical to competitiveness, sustainability and resilience, and why it is necessary to adopt a broader approach to value creation that also addresses the underlying drivers of risk.
 
Each GAR produced detailed sets of recommendations. While these were specific to the theme of each report, they can be summarized as two mutually supportive streams, brought into increasing focus as they flowed through the three reports: (1) address the underlying drivers of disaster risk to avoid risk generation and accumulation, and (2) strengthen the governance of disaster risk in order to be able to do so.
 
GAR15, Making Development Sustainable: The Future of Disaster Risk Management focused on the second of these streams and presents the case for a broad reinterpretation of disaster risk reduction. As the HFA draws to a close, GAR15 questions whether the way in which disaster risk reduction has been approached under the HFA is really fit for purpose in a world now threatened by catastrophic increases in disaster risk. In Part I of GAR15, new evidence on contemporary patterns and trends in disaster risk was presented in order to assess the extent to which the expected outcome of the HFA has been achieved. Parts II and III examined whether the way disaster risk reduction has been approached is appropriate to address an increasingly accelerated generation and accumulation of disaster risks. The concluding chapter showed why the focus of disaster risk reduction needs to move from managing disasters to managing risks if it is to contribute to making development sustainable.




Global Risk Assessment (GRA) Framework, 

• Expert Meeting on Global Risk Assessment (GRA) 
Framework, 20-21 Nov 2017, Geneva, Switzerland

• Scope out the range of hazards, models and 
initiatives for the next iteration of the GRA

• Explore the data and methodological challenges
• Discuss potential compatibility elements
• Identify potential partners to contribute to the 

development of the GRA in 2017-2019, and the 
iterations envisaged through to 2030



Target Audience 

• 100+ select participants to examine related 
initiatives that cover the full range of hazards and risks 
defined in the Sendai Framework

• From all geographical regions, governments, public 
and private scientific and technical institutions, the 
private sector and international organizations

• From the field of global and regional hazard and 
risk modelling and assessment



Objectives

• Determine key risk information and associated outputs
• Identify challenges for a GRA inclusive of all 

hazards 
• Identify potential organizing principles of such a 

framework, in terms of hazard, sector, scale
• Establish a Standing Expert Group (under the 

auspices of the UN) to assist in the design and 
operationalization of a functional GRA framework

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Determine key risk information and associated outputs of GRA that are considered useful by governments. 
▫ Identify what challenges must be overcome to create a global risk assessment framework that is inclusive of all hazards included in the scope of the Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction and disaster risk-related targets of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development. 
▫ Identify potential organising principles of such a framework, in terms of hazard, sector, scale. 
▫ Constitute an initial group of partners that will contribute to the global risk assessment the findings of which will be featured in the global risk analysis of the Global Assessment Report on Disaster Risk Reduction 2019 (GAR19). 




Opportunities for the Engagement  

• Participate in piloting of Sendai Framework 
Monitor before roll-out in 2018

• Support collection and availability of disaster-
related data

• Engage in GAR19, GP19 and WIA development

• Engage with National Platforms and 
national/local DRR FP to ensure science base for 
action

• Leverage and catalyze interdisciplinary action 
• Bridge the science-policy-practitioner divide

Presenter
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This is an important component of the development and roll-out of the monitoring framework that will be made available to countries to monitor and report and allow assessment of global and national progress in implementation.

Multiple tracks ongoing in parallel:

The review of national data readiness to report against the indicators measuring progress in the global targets.  The findings of the review will assist in the identification of data gaps required to inter alia establish a baseline for monitoring.  
It will contribute to the identification of additional capacities required; elements that will also be fed into the work of the HLG for Partnership, Coordination and Capacity-Building for post 2015 monitoring.

Countries will be equipped with robust guidance in monitoring and reporting, and the work developing technical guidance, including on minimum and optimum data sets, proceeds apace.

Design and development of an upgraded monitor advances, with a prototype to be presented to countries at the Global Platform 2017 for validation, before further technical refinement and testing in quarters 3 and 4 of this year; ready to go live in January 2018.



Irina Zodrow
Head, Partnerships Unit

United Nations Office for Disaster Risk Reduction (UNISDR)

zodrow@un.org
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