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Integrated Risk Management (IRM) Policy Checklist Structure in Indonesia 

 

OBJECTIVES VARIABLES KEY QUESTIONS 

To know the 
development 
process of 
the IRM 
related policy 
and policy 
content  

Involvement 
of the interest 
groups in the 
policy 
development  

1. Does the policy enable for possible changes? (Are there any review 
mechanism and regular policy change)  

2. Were the stakeholders involved in the policy development? Were 
their inputs accommodated in the policy content? 

3. Does the policy provide a space for stakeholders’ involvement, 
including community, in its implementation? What are the form of 
their involvements? 

Community as 
the centre 

1. Does the policy take into account different needs of different 
vulnerable groups (gender, marginalized groups, disabled people, and 
elders) in relation to hazard risks including climate change? 

2. Does the policy consider the security and sustainability of the 
community livelihoods strategy practices? 

3. Does the policy regulate in a fairly manner in relation to community 
access and control over the resources needed for their livelihoods 
and adaptation? 

4. Has the policy considered the community local wisdom practices in 
managing risks?   

5. Does the policy encourage community involvement, especially 
vulnerable groups in the policy implementation governance?  

Gender and 
vulnerable 
groups 

1. Has the policy considered the different vulnerabilities between 
women and men in facing hazard risks? 

2. Has the policy ensured the adaptation strategy is gender sensitive and 
resolved the gender inequality issue? 

3. Has the policy reflected the consideration on social impacts, 
especially for the vulnerable groups? 

Addressing 
the problem 
roots in the 
landscape  

1. Does the policy make an easy access to climate information/hazards 
for risk analysis and planning? 

2. Does the policy encourage correct technology for the community 
livelihoods? (agriculture, livestock, fishery, etc.). 

3. Does the policy make an easy access to financial service for 
community? 

4. Does the policy encourage saving of food, water and agriculture 
input/other livelihood options? 

5. Does the policy encourage community livelihood diversification to 
reduce vulnerability and increase the adaptation capacity?  

6. Does the policy address the critical asset protection, including shelter, 
from risks including climate change/disaster? 
 

7. Does the policy encourage local stakeholders’ capacity increase in 
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managing disaster? 
8. Does the policy take into account the measures to address the 

environment problem roots, including ecosystem management and 
restoration? 

9. Does the policy encourage the spatial & area planning and its 
implementation that are able to reduce hazard risks in community 
level?    

Consider the 
future risks 
projection 

1. Is the policy based on evidences and data and also climate prediction 
analysis? 

2. Is the policy based on the function analysis and its impact on the 
ecosystem? Does the policy avoid negative impacts on the ecosystem 
service and biodiversity?  

3. Does the policy take into account the potentials of climate change 
impact, urbanization, population growth and global economy? 

4. Has the policy considered all types of hazards (geological, 
climatological, and meteorological) and the interrelation among 
hazards? 

For long term 
changes 

1. Does the policy address risks in a comprehensive way? (it’s not just 
natural disaster, but also environment and social disasters) 

2. Does the policy contain a long term change strategy? 

Integrated 
landscape 
approach 

1. Is the policy based on other related existing policies, for example 
policies on land use, Disaster Risk Reduction (DRR), environment and 
climate change? 

2. Does the policy refer to the government ratified international 
standards, such as Paris Agreement, SFDRR, SDGs, Habitat 3, and 
Ramsar? 

3. Does the policy prevent disaster risks increase caused by environment 
degradation? 

4. Does the policy content reflect the considerations on risk assessment 
and environment impacts in a wide landscape? 

5. Has the policy included different interests and incentives of different 
groups in a landscape (like upstream and downstream community in a 
watershed)?    

Recognize 
planning and 
budget to 
implement 
the policy  

Policy 
distribution 

1. Is the police distributed to related stakeholders in the national and/or 
regional level? 

2. Is the policy communicated through correct media (website, 
newspaper, meeting, leaflet, television, radio, etc.) to reach 
stakeholders in regional and community levels? 

Planning 
consistency 

1. Is the policy translated into inter ministries/agencies working plan in 
the same government level? 

2. Is the policy translated into government working plan in regional and 
village level? 

3. Is the planning mechanism for the policy implementation adaptive to 
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the risk changes, government management and future planning? 

Budget and 
accountability 

1. Is information access on budget or human resource to implement the 
policy in place? 

2. Is there sufficient human resources available in the government 
system to implement the policy? 

3. Is there sufficient budget available to implement the main objective 
of the policy? 

4. Does the budget take into account budget for monitoring the impacts 
of the policy implementation on disaster risks, vulnerable groups and 
ecosystem service? 

5. Is the budget reflected in the community planning and budget? 
6. Are the priorities for the policy implementation clear? 
7. Is there an accountability mechanism on the policy implementation 

for the community? 

Effectiveness  
and 
monitoring 
evaluation  

1. Are there indicators to see the policy results? 
2. Are there any regular meeting inter ministries/agencies to discuss the 

progress of the policy implementation? 
3. Is there a mechanism to monitor/to evaluate the policy 

implementation and to disseminate the result to the community? 
4. Are the community and CSO involved in the monitoring/evaluation of 

the policy implementation? 

Recognize 
the impacts 
of the policy 
implementati
on 

National to 
local 

1. Does the policy encourage the regional stakeholders to develop a 
disaster risk management plan? 

2. Does the policy facilitate the regional level stakeholders to implement 
the disaster risks management plan? 

3. Does the policy link the national plan with its implementation in 
regional level? 

Policy 
awareness in 
the local level 

1. Are the regional government aware of the policy?  
2. Do CSOs encourage accountability of the policy implementation? 
3. Are CSOs involved in the policy implementation in the local level? 
4. Can the community leaders identify the relation between the policy 

with the community plan? 

Implementati
on in the local 
level  

1. Are female groups and other vulnerable groups involved in the policy 
planning and implementation? 

2. Are community members able to access the community plan and to 
voice their concerns in the decision making process related to the 
policy implementation? 

3. Are there system/mechanism in place to see the impacts of the policy 
implementation in the community level? 

4. Are community members able to see the impacts of the policy 
implementation and to provide inputs for the policy improvement? 

Risks 
reduction in 

1. As the impact of the policy implementation, have the problems 
related to the risks faced by the community been resolved? 
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the 
community 
level 

2. As the impact of the policy implementation, do the community have 
better livelihoods in the present time? 

3. As the impact of the policy implementation, do the community have 
better disaster preparedness in the present time? 

4. As the impact of the policy implementation, do the community 
currently acknowledge the risks impacts (casualties, injured people, 
damages and loss) are lower/less? 

5. As the impact of the policy implementation, do the community 
currently recover faster when affected by risks impact? 

 


