ANNEX A
	Toolbox Generic Indicators CH NGO DRR Platform 


	Goal
	Overall Goal: 
DRR contributes to the strengthening of the resilience of individuals, households, communities and systems/ states 
Indicator: 
· Decrease of proportion (number) of people/ total population entering poverty due to (a) natural disaster as a result of strengthened absorptive, adaptive and transformative capacities

	Outcomes
	Outcome(s):
In the project area losses and damage due to natural disasters at individual, household, community and system/state level are reduced within a defined period of time (e.g. 20, 30, 35 years)

Recommendation: Refer to report of the Informal Working Group on targets and indicators[footnoteRef:1] to the zero-draft of the post-2015 framework for DRR, dated 12 November 2014 [1:  http://www.wcdrr.org/uploads/Report-of-the-Facilitator-of-the-IWG-on-Targets-and-Indicators-to-Co-Chairs-151114_.pdf ] 

Indicators: 
· Reduced disaster mortality by (a given percentage in function of number of hazardous events) by 20 (30/35) (taking appropriately into account missing people/ reflect disaggregated data by age, gender and people with disability)
· Reduced number of affected people by (a given percentage in function of number of hazardous events) by 20 (30/35) (“affected people” to be defined, e.g. people injured, evacuated, relocated, with houses damaged/destroyed or loss of livelihood, livestock, crops)
· Reduced direct disaster economic loss by (a given percentage in function of number of hazardous events) in relation to the GDP by 20 (30/35)
· Reduced disaster damage/disruption to critical infrastructure and facilities by (a given percentage in function of number of hazardous events) by 20 (30/35) (health, education, power, transport, telecommunications, water and sanitation sectors)

	
	Cross-cutting issues: (Risk Knowledge and Risk Governance, details see Annex B)

	Risk Basics
	· Risk Knowledge: Quantitative environmental and risk assessment, in particular also taking into account new investments by public and private sector, including all major hazards/ vulnerabilities and capacities in the community, have been carried out in participatory way (with the involvement of women and men), fed into overarching risk and climate scenarios, are stored in a public database, are updated periodically and are accessible to all members of the community (HFA 2: Understanding Disaster Risk)
Indicators: 
· Proportion of project area covered by comprehensive risk assessments
· Proportion of decision makers at village, community, town, district level having access to hazard, vulnerability and capacity information 
· Proportion of persons (women and men disaggregated) and number interest groups (marginalized groups) involved in development and/or regular updating of risk assessments 
· Proportion of new investments having calculated associated creation of new risk through environmental/risk assessments

	Risk Basics
	· Risk governance: Risk informed relevant and enabling legislation, environmental policies, building codes, land use planning laws at local level have been developed through participatory processes, are up-dated periodically and put into practice. (HFA2: Strengthening Governance to manage disaster risk) 
Indicators:
· Increased proportion of persons (women and men disaggregated) and number of interest groups, including marginalized groups aware of and capable to keep authorities accountable for decided provisions in the legislative framework at project start and at the end.
· Increase of percentage of annual LGU budget allocated for DRR and CCA measures at project start and at the end
· Number of cases decision makers at all levels capable to enforce provisions to keep acceptable risk levels (qualitative indicator)
· Number of cases decision makers at all levels demonstrated understanding/taking into consideration in their daily work the particular needs of specific vulnerability groups such as women, small children, elderly, chronically ill and disabled persons

	
	Avoid the building of (unacceptable) new risks
· Keeping an acceptable risk level
· Application of polluters pay principle
· Protection of ecosystems/ livelihood systems 
· Climate Change Adaptation
	Reduce existing Risks 
· Prevention of existing risks
· Mitigation/ Alleviation/ softening of existing risks
· Preparedness for response, recovery and reconstruction
	Share and bear remaining not transferable risks
· Risk transfer (insurance/ social networks)
· Social coherence, solidarity

	Outputs
	1) Awareness/ Level of community understanding of characteristics and functioning of physical environment and ecosystems and the potential risks associated with these spaces and human interventions that affect them
Indicator: No. / % of community members that are able to describe at least x examples for sustainable environmental management practices for different types of human interventions
2) Institutional structures and established processes at local level promote the integration/ mainstreaming of DRR and environmental protection in development plans of different sectors (Education, Health, Water, Economy) 
Indicator: No. of sector development plans that have DRR and environmental protection integrated and/or related increase in % in the annual budget set aside for DRR and environmental protection measures by the end of project.
	1) The level of community understanding/ awareness of characteristics and functioning of potential local risks associated with natural hazards, vulnerability risk and risk reduction actions is sufficient for effective action by community (alone or/and in partnership with other organizations) 
Indicator: No. / % of community members (women and men) that are able to describe at least x measures to approach community needs and capacities re disaster risk reduction.
2) Community organization & mobilization (e.g. through Community emergency committee, volunteer groups) capable to arrange disaster response for households, public service institutions and schools and manage crisis with special consideration for the most vulnerable with clearly defined roles and responsibilities 
Indicator: No. / % of emergency committee members / members of volunteer groups (women and men) in the project area showing skills in carrying relevant response tasks according to minimum standards in a coordinated manner.
	1) Awareness/ Level of community understanding of the importance of common sharing of the impact of residual risk through informal risk transfer and social solidarity with the most vulnerable groups affected by a disaster
Indicator: No. / % of the communities in the project area where formal or informal social protection schemes (including saving groups, insurance market or micro-finance institutions) are established and accessible for the most vulnerable groups.
2) (Inclusion) Local community female and male representatives recognize the right of most vulnerable groups to appropriate assistance after disaster, protection from violence and participation in recovery planning/volunteer groups 
Indicator: Right of most vulnerable groups to appropriate assistance after disaster, protection from violence and participation in recovery planning included in community contingency plans and minimum standards of volunteer groups.

	Outputs
	3) Polluter pays principle: Public dialog on the inter-linkages between investments and building of new risks at local level, as well as liabilities and reserves for worst case scenarios established. 
Indicator: No. of social-environmental-risk audit/consultations of private and public investment assessing associated new risks and appropriate related preparedness measures taken.
4) System boundaries negotiated among stakeholders in a participatory way 
Indicator: % of land used according to commonly negotiated and regulated bearing capacities of communal lands such as a) pasture, b) forests c) water bodies or spring catchment areas
5) Level of adoption of sustainable environmental practices to avoid building of new risk (soil and water conservation, forest and biodiversity protection) that are in place and maintained properly by community/LGU 
Indicator: No. / % of women and men in project area adopting sustainable environmental management practices to avoid building of new risk (soil and water conservation, forest and biodiversity protection)
6) Diversification/ adaptation of agricultural production to changing climate: e.g. drought tolerant crops 
Indicator: No. / % of women and men in project area engaged in multiple occupations/ with diversified income portfolio, keeping away from unsafe livelihood practices or hazard vulnerable activities.
	3) Contingency planning: Community and family level contingency plans for all major risks have been developed through participatory process of women and men, co-ordinated with official emergency plans at higher-level and are updated and tested regularly, including in particular the Lessons Learnt of post-disaster assessments 
Indicator: No. / % of communities and households (women and men, elderly and youth) in the project area with commonly agreed contingency plans for all major risks by the end of project.
4) Level of functioning of the communication / Early Warning System EWS for the transmission of alerts that permits information to reach women and men, elderly and youth in an appropriate and timely manner and linked to higher levels
Indicator: No. / % of community members (women and men, elderly and youth) in the project area who receive early warning messages in a timely manner from at least one source.
5) Women and men/ vulnerable groups (elderly, disabled people) and their livestock have access to emergency shelters (hazard-resistant constructions, situated in safe areas) and know safe evacuation routes
Indicator: No. / % of women and men who reach the emergency shelter safely and in a timely manner in the event of a hazard of x strength or the respective exercise
6) Skills training: Community members (women, men and youth) are regularly trained (and tested through drills) in live-saving skills (swimming/ climbing) 
Indicator: No. / % of community members (women and men) in the project area showing a sufficient level of competence in live saving skills (swimming/ climbing) for the case of a defined hazard.
	3) In the project area all community members have equally access to services, critical public facilities and infra-structure (health, water, electricity, finances, weather data, hazard information) 
Indicator: increase of No. / % of community members (women and men) in the project area with access to services, critical public facilities and infra-structure at local/ more distant level, especially in area of high risk by the end of project. 
4) Equitable entitlement/ eligibility of all community members, including the most vulnerable groups (women-headed households, elderly, disabled) to access to formal social protection schemes (including insurance market or micro-finance institutions)
Indicator: Guidelines of formal social protection schemes (including insurance market or micro-finance institutions) include equitable eligibility of all community members, including the most vulnerable groups (women-headed households, elderly, disabled) to access
5) Key assets of households are covered by an insurance and essential equipment and supplies (food, water, grain banks, documents) are stockpiled to enable female and male community members to restore core functions within minimum time frame after a disaster
Indicator: Level of insurance coverage / stockpiling of equipment and supplies (food, water, grain banks, documents) enabling female and male community members to restore core functions/key assets within a defined period after a disaster

	Outrputs
	7) Safe locations: Proportion of community members/facilities (homes, workplaces, public and social facilities) that are not exposed to hazards in high risk areas within locality 
Indicator: No. / % of households (women and men) of most-at-risk families (workplaces, public and social facilities) within the project area that have moved to safer sites and/or strengthened their individual dwelling by the end of the protect 
8) Multi-hazard resistant design of new construction of critical infrastructure and shelters that ensures the survival and function in any likely hazard (earthquake, tropical cyclone etc.) in place
Indicator: No. / % of new homes and critical community infrastructure built with appropriate technologies for multi-hazard-resilient construction and maintained properly
9) Public liabilities for collapsing physical infrastructure and damage to protective ecosystems: Governments and business assumes liability for environmental damage as well as  safety of physical infrastructure 
Indicator: No. / % of designed liability rules for ecological damage based on clear definition of thresholds for damage 
	7) Retrofitting of existing construction of critical infrastructure and shelters that ensures the survival and function in any likely hazard (earthquake, tropical cyclone etc.) in place
Indicator: No. / % of existing homes and critical community infrastructure retrofitted with appropriate technologies for multi-hazard-resilient construction and maintained properly, including flood / landslide-resistant water systems, flood-resistant latrines etc. 
8) Structural protective measures are planned and built in participatory way and apt to reduce existing risk (dams, embankments, riverbank protection, gabions, protection walls, retaining walls, river banks stabilized with bio-engineering techniques, reforestation) 
Indicator: No. / % of community based and tailor-made structural protective measures functioning and managed and maintained properly by the community by the end of the project 
9) After extensive or intensive disasters loss and damage assessments are carried out and lessons learnt included in the DRM of the community
Indicator: As a standard procedure the local DRM plan is updated after extensive or intensive disasters, integrating the lessons learnt of the post-disaster review (using an agreed methodology), such as causality, occurrence etc.
10) Post disaster recovery and reconstruction: Integrate build-back-better measures into reconstruction projects 
Indicator: As a standard procedure the post disaster recovery and reconstruction plans of the community include practicable build-back-better measures
11) Sectors with critical public facilities and infrastructure in the community (Education/ schools, Health/ hospital/health centers, Water, Economy) have improved their disaster safety and preparedness in case of natural disaster 
Indicator: Proportion of sectors that have contingency plans in place and where preparedness measures are trained on a regular basis.
	6) Amount of money that is available at LGU and community level to implement preparatory, responsive or recovery activity after disaster to start livelihood 
Indicator: No. /% of affected female and male community members that have access to common savings and credit schemes, micro-finance services and/or a community disaster fund to re-start livelihoods after disaster.
7) Proportion of access of household and community members to money transfers and remittances from relatives working in other regions or countries, after a disaster
Indicator: No. /% of affected female and male community members able to re-start livelihoods after disaster through availability of remittances or access to other money transfer



(Final version 22.12.2014/ 01.07.2015/ updated 06.07.2015)
[bookmark: _GoBack](Sources for indicators, among others: DRR projects of Swiss NGOs; Twigg, Characteristics of resilience; Oxfam, DRR Learning Companion)
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