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India is in list of nations that follow Sendai framework 2015 and have
own disaster management plan. It was much awaited for India to have
own disaster plan in the wake of climate change and other man made
disasters like recent in Kerala temple festival.
Main salient features are
1. Planning: It has plans for short, medium and long run
respectively 5, 10, and 15 years to deal with disasters.
2. Role clarity: 15 different disasters have been identified and
different ministers are entrusted for management. For instance for
cyclone, Minister for earth science will be responsible. Beside
union it offers role for state, districts, and panchayats also.
3. Redefining disaster: It also identifies major activities such as
early warning, information dissemination, medical care, fuel,
transportation, search and rescue, evacuation, etc. to serve as a
checklist for agencies responding to a disaster.
4. Human disasters: Human induced disasters like chemical,
biological, radioactivity, and nuclear also covered under it.
5. Animals: Besides human it focused on livestock and animals also.
6. Media role: It calls for ethical guidelines for the media for
coverage of disasters as well as self-regulation. The plan wants the
media to respect the dignity and privacy of affected people. Also,
in a move aimed to stop rumours and spread of panic, the plan
directed the authorities to schedule regular media briefing.
7. Awareness: To prepare communities to cope with disasters, it
emphasises on a greater need for information, education and
communication activities.
8. International practise: Technical upgradation and adopting best
international practice is part of it.
It will help as
1. Clarity of role for different stakeholders delivered by it which is
very important at the time of crisis. Chaos can be largely avoided
by ensuring single line of command.
2. It identifies major aspects such as early warning, information
dissemination, medical care, fuel, transportation, search and
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rescue and evacuation. This acts as a checklist of activities for
agencies during the time of disaster.
3. A regional approach has been mentioned, by clearly spelling out
the roles and responsibilities of the local bodies. Local level
planning would move the whole thing from one size fits all
approach.
4. Greater emphasis on IEC activities, which empowers and enables
people to effectively cope with disasters.
5. A model for Asian countries for upcoming ministerial event on
disaster management in India.
Missing points
1. Unlike Sendai Framework it does not set any goals or targets or a
definite time frame.
2. Further, a framework for funding is missing.
3. Role of corporate bodies need to be institutionalised, which was
not done.
4. Inclusion of innovative methodologies with a judicious mix of
new technology with traditional practices.
5. Need to give space to disaster insurance provisions.

Sendai framework
1. The Sendai Framework is a 15 year (2015-30), voluntary, non-binding
agreement which recognises that the State has the primary role to reduce
disaster risk but that responsibility should be shared with other stakeholders
including local government, private sector and the other stakeholders.
2. Four priorities
1. Understanding disaster risk in all its dimensions (vulnerability,
capacity, knowledge, etc).
2. Strengthening disaster risk governance to manage disaster risk at
national, regional and global level.
3. Investing in disaster risk reduction for resilience.
4. Enhancing disaster preparedness for effective response and to build
back better in recovery, rehabilitation and reconstruction.
3. Positives
1. It involves adopting integrated and inclusive institutional measures
so as to work towards preventing vulnerability to disaster, increase
preparedness for response and recovery and strengthen resilience.

2. Enhanced work to reduce exposure and vulnerability, thus
preventing the creation of new disaster risks.
3. Sendai disaster risk targets contribute to achieving sustainable
development goals (SDGs).
4. International, regional and sub-regional cooperation inculcated.
5. Broader and a more people centered preventive approach to disaster
risk reduction.
6. Involvement of private sector.
4. Limitations
1. Voluntary commitments.
2. No specific targets.
3. Low financing commitments from the rich nations threaten to
undercut the international community’s anti poverty agenda. Poor countries
face increased levels of hidden costs and challenges to meet their obligations.
4. It does not discuss the disasters caused by ways of energy
production.
5. It does not discuss the vulnerability of disaster refugees.
Crowd disasters

