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Welcome 

Objectives  of the workshop: 

• Validate the toolbox and define “toolbox-
product” for Swiss NGO DRR practitioners 

•  Improve ownership of the indicator toolbox by 
the Swiss NGO DRR platform member 
organizations 

• Define test benchmarking indicators in core DRR 
countries 

 

 



Hypothesis/Key questions 

 

• Relevance: Alignment in DRR is easier, if the toolbox 
refers to all relevant frameworks/targets, than to have 
for each one a separate i.e.  SFDRR; SDG  

•  Practicability: Outcomes of NGO projects are normally 
on the level of the outputs in the toolbox, when we 
include another level of outcomes in all three sections 
it is easier to get orientation by the toolbox  

• Product: Annex A is the most important part with 
integration of Annex B, 1 page text linking to the 
overarching frameworks. 

 

 



RELEVANCE: INTERNATIONAL CONTEXT 
 



Overaching Frameworks  

 

 

 



• Prevent new and reduce risk ... to increase resilience 

• 7 targets: 

1. Reduce disaster mortality 

2. Reduce disaster losses 

3. Reduce number of people affected 

4. Reduce damage to critical infrastructure  

5. Increase number of countries with DRR strategies 

6. Enhance international cooperation 

7. Increase access to early warning system and risk 
information  

 

 

 



Measuring/calibration 

1. Can be monitored from national disaster databases 
adopting an appropriate procedure to filter out low-
frequency high-impact losses  (calibration: 
50%/15%/stable) 

2. Compound indicator be used combining people injured, 
evacuated and relocated and housing  (20%/5%/stable) 

3. Combining modelled economic losses for smaller disasters 
from national disaster databases with assessed losses 
from large disasters captured from international disaster 
databases damaged and destroyed (20%/5%/stable) 

4. can be monitored from national disaster databases 
(30%/10%/stable) 

5. And 7. national progress reporting  (100%/95%/90%)  
 

 



SFDRR 

Strengths/Opportunities 

• Broader ownership and 
increased interest 

• Negotiated document 

• Improved recognition of 
the multi-stakeholder, 
multi-level nature of 
DRR 

 

Weaknesses/ Threats 

• Weak logic  and 
inconsistent 
terminology 

• Weak on eco-systems 

• Exclusion of man made 
conflicts 

• Not effective for  people 
living in informality, 
complexity, fragility 



 



FfD 

Strengths/Opportunities 

• Growing importance of 
resilience for sustainable 
development 

• Targeting all funding 
sources domestic/ODA 

• New target groups for 
advocacy and risk dialog 

• Put a price tag to the risk 

Weaknesses/ Threats 

• Only WEOG is for 
resilience /sustainability 
/ equality conditionality 

• Finland, Denmark and 
others may announce 
reduction in ODA as 
well 

• Whole process may fail! 

 



 the world we want/SDG 

• Resilience and DRR is incorporated in different of 
the 17 goals and targets 

• Poverty, SDG 1 
• Hunger, SDG 2 
• Health, SDG 3 
• Infrastructure, SDG 9 
• Cities, SDG 11 
• Protect the planet, fight climate change, use 

natural resources sustainably and safeguard our 
oceans;  
 



SDG 

Strengths/Opportunities 

• Recognition of 
resilience as important 
factor to end poverty 

• Bring DRR to the 
development agenda 
(understand them as 
development failures) 

 

Weaknesses/ Threats 

• No reference to risk 
informed investments 

• Only one indicator per 
target: affordable, 
resilient and adequate 
housing = % of people 
spending less than 30% 
of their income for 
rents/mortgage 



COP 21 

• Aim to achieve a legally binding and universal 
agreement on climate, with the aim of keeping 
global warming below 2°C.  
– leave 80 percent of the known fossil fuels reserves 

under the ground 

– deep emissions cuts to achieve global targets - 44 
Gigatons (Gt) of CO2e by 2020, 40 Gt by 2025 and 35 
Gt by 2030 

• New carbon instruments and widening of scope 
for existing 

 



COP 21 

Strengths/Opportunities 

• Binding agreement for 
governments 

• US starts recognising CC 

• New REDD 
opportunities 

• Cross-learning between 
communities (CCA and 
DRR) 

 

Weaknesses/ Threats 

• Weak representation of 
CSO 

• Blurred 0 draft (no 
conrete actions now!) 

• Deadlocked loss and 
damage debate  
“common but 
differentied 
responsibilities” 

• Risk to fail! 



World Humanitarian Summit 

4 working topics: 

• Aid efficiency 

• Reduction of vulnerability and risk 

• Transfers for innovation 

• Conflict 



WHS 

Strengths/Opportunities 

• More space for 
humanitarian actors 
voices 

• Shifting from response 
to prevention 

• Bring conflict back to 
the DRR agenda / man 
made disasters 

 

Weaknesses/ Threats 
• Unclear process 
• Unclear to whom we 

speak 
• Unclear what action 

follows 
• US gov already now 

blocks discussions: 
technology transfer (as 
mutually agreed) 

• Whole process may fail! 
 



Post 2015 agenda – from DRR 
perspective 

• Increased focus on resilience/risk reduction 
from development and humanitarian actors 

• Other than ODA funding sources are discussed 
– more policy space for shaping financial 
transactions is needed  

• CC and DRR community come closer together 
with more focus on CCA 



PRACTICABILITY 



WHY DO MAKE BENCHMARKING IN 
PILOT COUNTIES?  
 



From Data to Action – how? 



process 

•collection from 
different sources 
logframes, SFDRR  

Data  

•framing it into the 
risk staircase  

•structuring into 
hiearchy 

Information 
•contextualisation 

for your NGO 

• validation by 
peers 

Knowledge 

•application in 
concrete country 

Action 


