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Monitoring progress in disaster 
risk reduction at local, national, 

regional and global level



Sub/ regional HFA review process
Regional/ sub regional synthesis and review of trans-boundary issues

Global analysis and synthesis process (GAR -HFA Mid- term review) 

National HFA progress review process
Self- assessment of countries to review their own progress, gaps and challenges in Disaster Risk 

Reduction efforts

City  HFA 
Monitor 

Views From the 
Frontline



3 Ws of the multi -tier monitoring and review 
process 

(Who, Why and What) 

Who:

Governments at local and national level (self-
assessment through multi stakeholder engagement)

Inter-governmental organizations at the regional level

Why:

To assess their own progress, gaps and challenges in 
DRR efforts

To establish a continuous feedback mechanism for 
development planning processes

What:



National HFA Monitoring and 
Review

Self- assessment

Assist countries in reviewing their own progress, 
gaps and challenges in Disaster Risk Reduction 
efforts

Serves as a continuous feedback mechanism for 
the countries

For the country and led by the country through multi 
stakeholder engagement



Indicators for national HFA 
Monitor

• 3 strategic goals

• 22 core indicators in 5 priorities for action

• 5 drivers of progress

• 3 future outlook statements

• 5 levels of progress from minor progress to comprehensive 
achievement





NoNoUnited States Virgin Islands

YesNoTurks and Caicos

NoNoTrinidad and Tobago

YesNoSaint Kitts and Nevis

NoNoSaint Vincent and Grenadines

NoNoSaint Pierre and Miquelon

YesYesSaint Lucia

NoNoSaint Barthelemy

NoNoPuerto Rico

NoNoNetherlands Antilles

NoNoMontserrat

NoNoMartinique

YesYesJamaica

NoNoHaiti

NoNoGuadeloupe

NoNoGrenada

YesYesDominican republic

NoNoDominica

YesNoCuba

YesYesCayman Islands

YesYesBritish Virgin Islands

NoNoBermuda

YesNoBarbados

NoNoBahamas

NoNoAruba

YesNoAntigua and Barbados

YesYesAnguilla

2010 HFA2009 HFACountries/OT



There is some institutional commitment and capacities to achieving DRR but progress is not comprehensive or 
substantial.

3

Substantial achievement has been attained, but with some recognised deficiencies in commitment, financial 
resources or operational capacities. 

4

Comprehensive achievement has been attained, with the commitment and capacities to sustain efforts at all levels.5

Generic description of level of progress for overal l ranking for each question (add narrative comments on 
context and challenges)

Level



Example: information derived from the 2010 -2011 “ National HFA monitoring ” reports

National HFA monitoring results priority 1

Anguila Antigua
and

Barbuda

Barbados British
Virgin

Islands

Cayman
Islands

Cuba Dominican
republic

Jamaica Saint Kits
and Nevis

Saint Lucia Turks and
Caicos
Islands

P1.1 P1.2 P1.3 P1.4

A national multi sectoral platform for disaster risk reduction is functioning.

Community Participation and decentralization is ensured through the delegation of authority 
and resources to local levels

Dedicated and adequate resources are available to implement disaster risk reduction plans 
and activities at all administrative levels

National policy and legal framework for disaster risk reduction exists with decentralized 
responsibilities and capacities at all levels.

2.1 Priority 1 Ensure that disaster risk reduction is a national and a local priority with a strong institutional ba sis for 
implementation Core Indicators (CI) HFA Priority 1

Achievements are minor and there are few 
signs of planning or forward action to improve 
the situation. 

1

Achievements have been made but are 
incomplete, and while improvements are 
planned, the commitment and capacities are 
limited.

2

There is some institutional commitment and 
capacities to achieving DRR but progress is not 
comprehensive or substantial.

3

Substantial achievement has been attained, but 
with some recognised deficiencies in 
commitment, financial resources or operational 
capacities. 

4

Comprehensive achievement has been 
attained, with the commitment and capacities 
to sustain efforts at all levels.

5

Generic description of level of progress for 
overall ranking for each question

Level



Local/City HFA Review
Local Government Self Assessment Tool LG -SAT

A self assessment tool for city/ local governments 
and local civil society organizations

Aimed at providing a feedback mechanism for the 
local and city governments

Intend to support the national Hyogo Framework 
for Action (HFA) review process



Objectives

• Complement the national HFA monitoring and 
multi-stakeholder engagement process by 
providing information and an assessment of 
the situation from the local level.

• Present a “baseline” and a status report for 
cities and municipalities that have committed 
to the Making Cities Resilient Campaign.



Local/city Indicators 

Prepared in consultation with local government 
representatives, civil society network and partners

43 key questions aligned to
o5 HFA priority of action
o10 essentials – Making Cities Resilient 

Campaign

5 level of progress



Local feedback loop



Pilot phase

• 5 countries: national multi – stakeholder workshops

• Peru, Nepal, Mozambique, Indonesia, Armenia

• 25 cities:  local multi-stakeholder process

• Santa Tecla (El Salvador), Telica (Nicaragua), 
Florianopolis (Brasil), Lima (Peru), Quito (Ecuador)

• http://www.unisdr.org/applications/campaign/in
dex.php












