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Abstract 

 

Human-induced climate change has resulted in increasing vulnerability, especially in 

least developed countries where adaptive capacity is very low. Climate-informed 

development planning and decision-making may be able to mitigate climate 

vulnerability more effectively than current development plans and strategies. Given the 

cross-cutting nature of climate change adaptation, planning for climate change requires 

participation from a wide range of stakeholders at multiple levels. Also, because 

planning for climate change involves making decisions with a high degree of 

uncertainty, the participation of research communities is crucial. Therefore, institutional 

arrangements and mechanisms and governance processes play a critical role in climate-

informed development planning. The lack of local expertise in least developed countries 

like Cambodia makes such planning even harder. 

 

This research explores how Cambodia may develop climate-informed development 

planning given the limited availability of local climate-related scientific information and 

scientific entities. It also examines the underlying barriers and challenges to such 

planning for Cambodian ministries and institutions. This study focuses mainly on the 

water resources and agriculture sectors, as sectors in Cambodia that are highly 

vulnerable to climate change. Institutional ethnography and case study research methods 

were employed. The study identifies a number of governance and institutional-related 

issues that must be addressed in order to effectively facilitate climate-informed 

development planning in Cambodia. It also identifies pathways for mainstreaming 

climate change into development polices at the national and subnational levels. Finally, 

the study identifies some mechanisms for narrowing the research–policy development 

gaps in Cambodia.  

 

This research concludes that although institutional capacity, including scientific 

capacity, is very weak in least developed countries like Cambodia, climate-informed 

development planning still can be undertaken, at least for addressing present climate 

vulnerabilities. An integration of climate change concerns into either national or 

subnational development decision-making and planning processes could be done 
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effectively when appropriate pathways are identified. The study finally proposes a 

framework for climate-informed development planning for application in Cambodia 

which may be also applicable in other least developed countries. 
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Thesis Structure 

 

 

The overall goal of this research is to explore the possibilities for Cambodia to develop 

climate-informed development planning and policy. Water resources management and 

agriculture are the two sectors chosen as cases for this study. This thesis contains four 

main research objectives and each one of them is developed as a stand-alone chapter 

(chapter 2 to 5) which contains the related concepts, data collection and analysis, results, 

discussion and conclusion. This thesis contains six chapters in total, with Chapter 1 as 

an introduction and Chapter 6 as a conclusion. Due to this design, there are certain 

repetitions from chapter to chapter. 

 

As an introductory section, Chapter 1 provides a rationale (statements of problem) and a 

broad conceptual framework for the study, followed by the research objectives and an 

overview of the study design. Specific details of conceptual frameworks relating to each 

component are presented in their respective chapters. To minimise repetition, the 

information about the research methods for the whole research project is given in 

Chapter 1 (Section 1.6). However, sections about the methods for the stand-alone 

components were also included in their respective chapters to complement the general 

information provided in Section 1.6. It mainly covered data analysis and additional 

information on specific approaches or adjustments if any, in relation to data collection 

for that specific study component.  

 

Chapter 2 examines the challenges and opportunities for practising climate-informed 

development planning in Cambodia, focusing on the potential for improvements in 

Cambodian climate change adaptation (CCA) governance and institutions, thus 

facilitating more climate-informed development planning. This chapter was submitted 

for a Handbook on Climate Change Scenarios in Developing Nations and it is under 

production by the Springer Publisher.  

 



 

 

xiv 

 

Chapter 3 assesses the mainstreaming of climate change into Cambodia’s national 

development planning and examines pathways for effective mainstreaming. An analysis 

of Cambodia’s national planning processes, stakeholders’ engagement and decision-

making powers was undertaken in order to examine the pathways for effective 

mainstreaming. The chapter was submitted to the International Journal of Environment, 

Development and Sustainability and it is under revision stage.  

 

Chapter 4 demonstrates examples from the case study projects on local planning for 

climate change using community knowledge with a focus on information generation and 

integration processes. Part of this chapter was submitted to the International Journal on 

Climate and Development.  

 

Chapter 5 discusses the institutional mechanisms/applications and communication 

strategies for narrowing research and policy development and thus enabling and 

promoting (climate) evidence-based planning for Cambodia. This chapter was published 

by the International Journal of Climate Policy with minor changes (doi: 

10.1080/14693062.2014.1003523).  

 

The concluding chapter, Chapter 6, firstly summarises the key findings from the 

research in relation to the research objectives and goal. It then discusses and 

consolidates the study’s conceptual framework, designing it as a guiding framework for 

integrating climate change concerns into development policy and planning. This chapter 

ends by highlighting the key contributions of this research to the body of knowledge 

and suggesting areas for further studies. Given that each of the research objectives 

(Chapters 2 to 5) were designed as stand-alone components wherein specific 

conclusions and recommendations were included, in an attempt to minimise repetition, 

Chapter 6 is brief. 
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1. Introduction 

 

1.1 Rationale 

 

With its poor socioeconomic conditions, technologies and infrastructure, Cambodia has 

been characterised as having the lowest climate change adaptive capacity of all of the 

South-East Asian countries (Yusuf & Francisco, 2009). The United Nations considers 

Cambodia a least developed country, with a low Human Development Index  of 0.584, 

ranking 136 out of the 187 member countries in the 2014 United Nations Human 

Development Report (UNDP, 2014). Cambodia has a population of approximately 13.4 

million people, 80.5 per cent of whom live in rural areas (Royal Government of 

Cambodia, 2008a). In 2009, nearly 23 per cent of the population was reported to be 

living below the poverty line, with a high concentration of people living very near the 

poverty line (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2013e).  

 

Cambodia is located in a tropical region (Figure 1.1) and is dominated by monsoon 

weather pattern with two seasons: a rainy season from May to October and a dry season 

from November to April. Annual average rainfalls vary from about 1400 millimetres in 

lowland areas to about 4000 millimetres in coastal areas, while the annual average 

temperature is about 28 degrees Celsius, varying from 17 degrees Celsius in January to 

38 degrees Celsius in April (Thoeun, 2015). An analysis of historical trends of local 

temperature in Cambodia suggests an increasing decadal rate of around 0.18
 
degrees 

Celsius since 1960, with a project rise from 0.7 to 2.7
 
degrees Celsius by 2060 and a 1.4 

to 4.3 degree Celsius increase by 2090 (McSweeney, New, & Lizcano, 2008). 

Precipitation is projected to increase by the second half of this century, especially in 

wetter months (McSweeney et al., 2008; TKK & SEA START RC, 2009). Confirming 

this, local Cambodian people have also observed changes in climatic conditions. For 

instance, there have been delays in rainfall onset and more frequent and intensive severe 

weather impacts such as floods and droughts (BBC World Service Trust’s Research and 

Learning Group, 2011; Geres Cambodia, 2009). 
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The changing climatic conditions impact local livelihoods, especially agriculture 

practices which are highly rainfall dependent. For example, many local rice varieties are 

planted at the beginning of the rainy season and take almost the whole season to reach 

the harvest stage, thus a delay in rainfall onset negatively affects their productivity. Also, 

recent records have demonstrated that Cambodia is increasingly vulnerable to climate 

change, especially with changes in climate extremes, such as record floods, droughts 

and storms occurring (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2008d). In 2009, Typhoon 

Ketsana hit 14 Cambodian provinces, causing total losses and damages of US$ 132 

million, with 43 per cent of the loss from agriculture (Royal Government of Cambodia, 

2010a). Similarly, in 2002 drought affected 420 communes in 76 districts in 10 of 

Cambodia’s 25 provinces, with total damages estimated to be about US$ 21.5 million 

and with 62,702 hectares of the total agriculture area affected (Royal Government of 

Cambodia, 2008d).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1.1 Map of Cambodia 

Sources: http://pixgood.com/indochina-peninsula-on-world-map.html (Map on the left 

side) and http://tourismcam.blogspot.com.au/2010/09/province-guide-in-cambodia.html 

(Map on the right side). Retrieved on December 16, 2014 

http://pixgood.com/indochina-peninsula-on-world-map.html
http://tourismcam.blogspot.com.au/2010/09/province-guide-in-cambodia.html
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Looking at the impacts of projected climate change, water and agriculture are predicted 

to be the most vulnerable sectors in Asia (Cruz et al., 2007). In particular for the South-

East Asian region, a projection study for 2030 suggests that rice, an important source of 

nutrition for Cambodia, will require adaptation investments due to changing 

temperatures and rainfalls (Lobell et al., 2008). Based on the Royal Government of 

Cambodia’s report Vulnerability and Adaptation Assessment to Climate Change in 

Cambodia, published in 2001, agriculture in Cambodia has suffered significantly from 

climate change and extremes; for instance, between 1996 and 2001, floods caused up to 

about 70 per cent of the total rice production losses in the country (Royal Government 

of Cambodia, 2001). According to the Cambodian Socio-Economic Survey of 2007, in 

that year 78 per cent of rural employees worked in the agriculture sector, which 

comprises crop production, livestock, farming and fishing (Royal Government of 

Cambodia, 2008c), all highly climate-sensitive livelihoods. With the probability of 

greater climate change impacts in the future, there is an urgent need for Cambodia to 

develop strategies and plans for climate change that are responsive to present and future 

climate vulnerabilities (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2011a). 

 

As part of global efforts to address climate change, some adaptation initiatives have 

been launched in Cambodia. Many adaptation initiatives in Cambodia have been 

directed at assisting the development of national policy frameworks. For instance, the 

First National Communication to the United Nations Framework Convention on 

Climate Change (UNFCCC) was produced in 2002 (Royal Government of Cambodia, 

2002) and the National Adaptation Program of Action for Climate Change (NAPA) for 

Cambodia was completed in 2006 (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2006b). More 

recently, Cambodia has developed its National Climate Change Strategic Plan (CCSP) 

and ministry CCSPs for nine line ministries including the Ministry of Agriculture, 

Forestry and Fisheries (MAFF) and the Ministry of Water Resources and Meteorology 

(MOWRAM). The overall goal of these climate change strategies is to facilitate climate 

resilience development in Cambodia through mainstreaming climate change into 

development policies and informing overseas development assistance in Cambodia (Am, 

Cuccillato, Nkem, & Chevillard, 2013; Royal Government of Cambodia, 2013a).  
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The major adaptation funding directed to Cambodia includes multilateral funding from 

the Climate Change Pilot Program for Climate Resilience (PPCR), operated by the 

World Bank (WB) and the Asian Development Bank (ADB), and the Cambodian 

Climate Change Trust Fund, operated by the Cambodia’s Climate Change Alliance and 

based at the Department of Climate Change (CCD) of the Ministry of Environment 

(MOE). The Cambodian Climate Change Trust Fund is a multi-donor funding facility 

with the first phase’s (2010 to 2013) funding amounting to approximately US$ 9 million, 

coming from the European Union, Swedish International Development Cooperation 

Agency, Danish International Development Agency and the United Nations 

Development Program (UNDP). 

 

Additionally, Cambodia also participates in a number of regional adaptation 

commitments that aim to address regional and transboundary environmental changes. 

Table 1.1 summarises some key regional climate change initiatives, especially those of 

the Mekong River Commission, Association for Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) and 

the ADB. The regional initiatives are crucial for all nations in the region because some 

environmental issues such as climate change are global problems where solutions need 

to be implemented at all levels: international, regional and local.  

 

In summary, adaptation initiatives in Cambodia have only recently been developed and 

most of them have been stand-alone and project-based, which can be incompatible with 

the sustainable development of the country. At the community level, many Cambodian 

villagers have practised negative adaptation or maladaptation such as selling valued 

assets like cattle and boats, receiving immediate credit and migrating to find jobs 

elsewhere (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2005; TKK & SEA START RC, 2009). 

These actions may contribute to weakening their home village’s future resilience 

capacity. It is therefore important to ensure that development planning and decision-

making in Cambodia is climate informed. Climate-informed policy development occurs 

when development policies and plans are informed by relevant climate information or 

evidence, so that climate change concerns are integrated in the policies and plans.  
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Table 1.1 Selected regional climate change activities in South-East Asia 

Initiatives (aims and focuses) Organisation(s)  Reference(s)  

Climate change adaptation initiative (knowledge-sharing, 

capacity-building, demonstration projects and 

mainstreaming climate change) 

Mekong River 

Commission 

(Mekong River 

Comission, 

2011) 

ASEAN cooperation on climate change (Knowledge 

sharing, capacity building, promote low carbon 

economics development in the region, foster regional 

cooperation to address climate change.) 

ASEAN 

Cooperation on 

Environment  

(ASEAN-

Working Group 

on Climate 

Change, n.d) 

 

Addressing Climate Change in the Asia and Pacific 

Region 

Climate Change Adaptation Program for the Pacific 

Promoting Climate Change Adaptation in Asia and the 

Pacific 

Regional partnerships for climate change adaptation and 

disaster preparedness 

 

ADB 

 

(Asian 

Development 

Bank, 2015) 

Water, climate and development program for South-East 

Asia (Awareness and capacity building, knowledge 

sharing, demonstration projects, research to policy, 

fostering regional and transboundary collaboration.) 

Global Water 

Partnership  

(Global Water 

Partnership, 

2015) 

Regional climate change adaptation knowledge platform 

for Asia (Knowledge sharing, generating new knowledge, 

knowledge to policy and practice) 

SEI
1
, SENSA

2
, 

UNEP
3
, and 

AIT/UNEP 

RRC.AP
4
 

(AIT/UNEP 

Regional 

Resource 

Center for Asia 

& the Pacific, 

2015) 

                                                           
1
 The Stockholm Environment Institute  

2
 The Swedish Environmental Secretariat for Asia  

3
 The United Nations Environmental Program  

4
 The Asian Institute of Technology (AIT)/UNEP Regional Resource Centre for Asia and the 

Pacific  

 

http://www.adb.org/projects/42167-012/main
http://www.adb.org/projects/42167-012/main
http://www.adb.org/projects/36069-012/main
http://www.adb.org/projects/39343-012/main
http://www.adb.org/projects/39343-012/main
http://www.adb.org/projects/41187-012/main
http://www.adb.org/projects/41187-012/main
http://sei-international.org/index.php/bangkok
http://www.sida.se/English/Countries-and-regions/Asia/Regional-cooperation-in-Asia/SENSA--Swedens-environmental-secretariat-in-Asia/
http://www.rrcap.unep.org/
http://www.rrcap.unep.org/
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Moreover, evidence suggests that the existing adaptation projects mainly focus on 

immediate benefits and are therefore ineffective at addressing underlying causes of 

persistent vulnerability (Nelson, Adger, & Brown, 2007; Ribot, 2014). A regional study 

in the lower Mekong Region also found that adaptation initiatives in the region have 

been reactive rather than anticipatory or planned for (Neo, 2012). Many adaptation 

studies also suggest CCA and vulnerability reduction should not be done in respect to 

climate change alone (Adger et al., 2007; Preston, Mustelin, & Maloney, 2013; Smit & 

Wandel, 2006). Barnett and O’Neill (2010), therefore, argue that failing to incorporate 

adaptation into development can result in maladaptation, while Dubois et al. (2011) 

view adaptation as part of a comprehensive planning process. Further arguments 

regarding mainstreaming climate change are discussed in sections 3.1 and 4.1.  

 

This research is supportive of wide recognition that adaptation should be integrated with 

national development, in a process that is referred as ‘mainstreaming climate change’, 

thus allowing harmony and synergy with the sustainable development of a country 

(Adger et al., 2007; Butler et al., 2014; Huq & Ayers, 2008). Mainstreaming climate 

change or mainstreaming climate resilience remains an evolving concept and there is no 

single best way of doing it in practice (Ayers, Huq, Faisal, & Hussain, 2014). Therefore, 

more empirical work on how such harmonisation can be realised are needed (Butler et 

al., 2014; Huq & Ayers, 2008). Additionally, there is a great demand for more empirical 

work regarding approaches for harmonising multi-scale policies and measures that 

facilitate the effective realisation of adaptation (Preston et al., 2013). This research aims 

to contribute to this knowledge gap while exploring the possibilities for Cambodia 

developing its own climate-informed development planning system. 

 

1.2 Cambodia’s Water Resources and Agriculture Development Policies and Plans 

 

Cambodia’s development plans mainly cover a five-year period (referred as medium-

term development plans) and are arranged according to the government’s legislator. 

These include the National Strategic Development Plan (NSDP) and line ministries’ 

plans, for example, plans from MAFF and MOWRAM. The current NSDP covers the 

period from 2014 to 2018. At the time of writing this thesis, neither MOWRAM nor 
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MAFF had published an updated version of their strategic development plan, so the 

information provided in this research is from the last version, which is for the period 

from 2009 to 2013 (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2009b, 2011c). This section 

contains two subsections. The first part provides background information on the 

strategic goals and objectives of MOWRAM and MAFF in developing the sectors. The 

second part examines the extent to which climate change concerns were integrated into 

policy documents. Climate change mainstreaming in Cambodia is discussed in detail in 

Chapter 3 and 4. 

 

1.2.1 Water Resources and Agriculture Development Goals  

 

MOWRAM’s Strategic Development Plan on Water Resources and Meteorology 2009–

2013 was developed with the overall goal of managing and developing Cambodia’s 

water resources effectively, equitably and sustainably, ensuring that water-related 

disaster-induced vulnerabilities are mitigated and aqua-ecosystems are healthy (Royal 

Government of Cambodia, 2009b). The focuses of the strategy during this period 

included water resources development and flood and drought management. The 

construction and rehabilitation of irrigation networks and flood control systems were 

central to the strategy, which had a target of expanding irrigated rice paddy areas by 

25,000 hectares per year (equal to one per cent of potential irrigated areas per year). The 

strategy also aimed to improve water resources and meteorological information 

management systems; administrative and human resource development; and related 

laws and regulations, such as the sub-decree on water users communities and the sub-

decree on river basin management (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2009b). 

 

The development vision of MAFF between 2009 to 2013 was to ensure that every 

Cambodian had enough dietary nutrition while safeguarding natural resources for future 

generations, thus contributing to the country’s poverty reduction comittment (Royal 

Government of Cambodia, 2011c). Developed in response to this vision, the MAFF 

Strategic Development Plan 2009–2013 aimed to increase agriculture productivity and 

diversification; reform land use planning, including mine clearance (for expanding the 

agriculture surface); reform the fisheries sector; and reform the forestry sector. 
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Promoting rice is central for agriculture development; in particular, growing enough not 

just to supply local demand but also for export. Horticulture and animal husbandry were 

also important components of the strategy, while the development of fisheries 

communities, aquaculture and post-harvest processing were key components for 

fisheries development during the period. For the development of fisheries and forestry, 

the strategy admitted there was a need for consensus among stakeholders in terms of 

development versus conservation of the subsectors. Institutional capacity development 

including research and education and the development of relevant laws and regulations 

were also targeted during the period to enable the strategy to be implemented effectively 

and efficiently (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2011c).   

 

The Strategy for Agriculture and Water (SAW) was developed as a harmonised strategy 

for both sectors, meaning that the implementation of the strategy required close 

cooperation between MAFF and MOWRAM. A key focus of the strategy was to 

address food insecurity, thus reducing poverty in rural Cambodia. The vision of SAW 

was to “Ensure enough, safe and accessible food and water for all people, reduce povery 

and contribute to economic growth while ensuring the sustainablity of natural resources” 

(Royal Government of Cambodia, 2010f, p. 24). The strategy consisted of five 

programs: an institutional capacity-building and management support program for water 

resources and agriculture; a food security support program; an agriculture and agri-

business support program; a water resources, irrigation management and land program; 

and a water resources and agriculture research, education and extension program (Royal 

Government of Cambodia, 2010f, p. 25). The development of SAW was undertaken by 

a technical working group (TWG) on agriculture and water. A technical working group 

is a government–donor coordination body that assists and enables the implementation of 

national strategic development plans and aid effectiveness in Cambodia. TWGs are 

chaired by a key government organisation and facilitated by one of the key funding 

agencies for that respective sector. 

 

The Strategic Planning Framework for Fisheries: 2010–2019 was developed to assist 

the Fisheries Administration for fisheries development. This strategic planning 

framework focuses on three main pillars: inland and marine fisheries; inland and marine 
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aquaculture; and post-harvest. Developing the pillars supports the long-term 

development vision for fisheries in Cambodia, which is the “Management, conservation, 

and development of sustainable fisheries resources to contribute to ensuring people’s 

food security and to socioeconomic development in order to enhance people’s 

livelihoods and the nation’s prosperity” (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2011d, p. 8). 

The development of the strategy was undertaken by a technical working group on 

fisheries.  

 

1.2.2 Mainstreaming Climate Change into Water Resources and Agriculture 

Development Policies 

 

The recent Cambodian water resources and agriculture development strategies discussed 

in the previous section acknowledge the impacts of climate change on these sectors. 

However, the acknowledgement of climate change impacts in MAFF’s strategic 

development plan 2009–2013 (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2010f) was inadequate 

and limited to a few lines of general statements, for example, it simply referred to 

“climate change impacts on the agriculture sector” without providing any analysis 

(Royal Government of Cambodia, 2010f, p. 1). Similarly, there was no climate change 

analysis in MOWRAM’s development strategy for 2009–2013 (Royal Government of 

Cambodia, 2009b). With dealing with floods and droughts as one of the key framing 

issues, MOWRAM’s strategy focuses on developing irrigation networks and flood 

control systems. However, the strategy does not provide any practical details, for 

instance, how the water resources management infrastructure will be designed in a way 

that can tolerate anticipated climate change impacts. The issue is further discussed in 

section 3.3.  

 

SAW and the Strategic Planning Framework for Fisheries: 2010–2019 included more 

climate change information. The strategies indicate climate change impacts are one of 

the threats to the agriculture and fisheries sectors. For instance, SAW acknowledges the 

impacts of climate change on food security in Cambodia and admits that the strategy 

needed to take the issue into account (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2010f). To do 

this, the strategy includes a brief review of climate change impacts specifically for the 
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Lower Mekong subregion where Cambodia is located. However, the climate change 

information in SAW was still not effectively transferred into any practical adaptation 

responses. The Strategic Planning Framework for Fisheries acknowledges the impacts 

of climate change, on especially fish habitats. The strategy therefore calls for more 

collaborative commitments from the Cambodian government via developing effective 

domestic climate change strategies as well as encouraging regional and international 

cooperation for addressing the issues (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2010e). One of 

the reasons that these policies have incorporated more climate change concerns may be 

because the policies were developed by TWGs where funding was available for 

technical assistance (i.e. international and local consultants). 

 

1.3 Conceptual Frameworks 

 

In order to develop the conceptual framework for this research, relevant concepts were 

identified and discussed. This section discusses the broad conceptual frameworks of this 

study, while more specific ones are discussed in Chapters 2 to 5. In this section, the 

fundamental concepts of CCA that stem from ‘vulnerability concepts’ are discussed. 

Basically, the core discussion concerning this founding concept relates to two key 

aspects for adaptation decisions: social versus biophysical vulnerability, and present 

versus future vulnerability. The discussion is then followed by an examination of some 

frameworks and relevant information and knowledge for planning or framing adaptation. 

As mainstreaming climate change has been acknowledged as an effective way of 

addressing climate change issues, relevant mainstreaming climate change framework is 

also briefly discussed in this section. This theoretical section ends with a discussion 

about the mechanisms and approaches for narrowing research and policy development. 

An outline of the conceptual framework that guided this study was designed according 

to this theoretical foundation. 
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1.3.1 Climate Change Vulnerability and Adaptation Concepts 

 

Vulnerability is a central concept of climate change research and it originates from 

natural hazards and geography research (Füssel, 2005). The concepts of vulnerability 

have been employed in different fields such as social sciences, health and development 

studies (Brooks, 2003; Füssel, 2005). With its many broad applications and different 

definitions, implications and language, the term and its use can lead to some confusion. 

Brook (2003) stresses that it is important to specify vulnerable system(s), hazard or a 

range of hazards when discussing vulnerability. Hazard is defined as “physical 

manifestations of climate variability and change such as droughts, floods, extreme 

rainfalls and storms as well as long-term changes in mean values of climatic variables, 

potential shifts in climatic regimes and so on” (Brooks, 2003, p. 3). Additionally, 

because the vulnerability of any specific system changes over time and varies from 

location to location, Füssel (2005) suggests ‘scale’ and ‘timeframe’ should also be 

considered as qualifiers to facilitate discussion about vulnerability. 

 

To improve clarification about the usage of the term vulnerability, Brook (2003) 

distinguishes between ‘social or inherent vulnerability’ and ‘biophysical or physical 

vulnerability’. Social vulnerability refers to the internal state (inherent characteristics) 

of the vulnerable system that makes it susceptible to a hazard or a range of hazards 

(Brooks, 2003). From a resilience perspective, vulnerability is also considered as the 

internal characteristics of a system (Nelson et al., 2007). Although social vulnerability is 

independent from hazards, it determines the outcomes of hazard events and in a human 

system it is referred to as ‘sensitivity’ (Brooks, 2003). Social vulnerability is determined 

by environmental, socioeconomic and governance factors such as poverty, equity, 

access rights to food and natural resources and housing quality (Adger et al., 2007; 

Brooks, 2003; Butler et al., 2014). The interaction between hazards and social 

vulnerability produces an outcome which is combined for total vulnerability, called 

biophysical or physical vulnerability (Brooks, 2003). In this respect, social vulnerability 

is seen as one of the determinants of biophysical vulnerability or, in other words, 

biophysical vulnerability is a function of hazards and social vulnerability (Brooks, 

2003).  
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If there is a constant magnitude of hazards over time, social vulnerability can be 

reduced by increasing the adaptive capacity; however, appropriate time is required for 

the system to realise its adaptive capacity as ‘adaptation’ (Brooks, 2003). Adaptation is 

generally defined as the adjustments necessary to enhance a system’s capacity so that it 

can cope better with climate hazards and exposures (Brooks, 2003; Fussel, 2005). In 

this respect, adaptive capacity is the potential of a system to respond to hazards, thus it 

can be considered as one of the determinants of social vulnerability (Brooks, 2003). For 

a human system, adaptive capacity includes the assets, infrastructure, funding, 

institutional capacity and social capital that enable adaptation to hazards (Nelson et al., 

2007; Smit & Wandel, 2006). Nelson et al. (2007) further argue that an ability to use the 

available resources effectively and efficiently is critically important for adaptation. 

However, if hazards increase severely and frequently, greater adaptation efforts are 

required and in that situation, although social vulnerability may be addressed, a human 

system is still likely to face risks from the hazard events (Brooks, 2003). 

 

It is necessary to differentiate between present and future vulnerabilities (Brooks, 2003; 

Füssel, 2005). As explained by Preston and Stafford-Smith (2009), both biophysical and 

social determinants are subject to change, thus resulting in differences between present 

and future vulnerabilities (Figure 1.2). For instance, the changes in biophysical 

determinants such as temperatures, rainfall, evaporation and sea level associated with 

climate change may intensify future vulnerability. Similarly, changes in social 

determinants such as population growth, economic growth, changing values and 

changes in governance and policy influence human adaptive capacity in response to 

climate change (Preston & Stafford-Smith, 2009). Brook (2003) points out that present 

vulnerability is a baseline for future vulnerability and is determined by past adaptation 

and the availability of current responding options. For sectors and areas that have 

suffered with present climate vulnerability, it is important to synergistically address 

both present and future vulnerability together (Füssel, 2007). 

 

Planned adaptation with proper policies and strategies is suggested for addressing future 

vulnerability (Brooks, 2003; Nicholls et al., 2007; Veraart & Bakker, 2009). Preston and 

Stafford-Smith (2009) argue that adaptation should focus on the present state of social 
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determinants and future changes in biophysical factors (see Figure 1.2). Adger et al. 

(2005) also suggest that adaptation should aim to build the adaptive capacity of 

vulnerable systems and reducing vulnerabilities. The timescale for adaptations’ 

implementation in responding to any hazards varies according to type of hazards (i.e. a 

discrete event such as a flood versus continuous changes such as variation in mean 

decadal rainfalls) and this determines the rate of reduction of biophysical vulnerability 

(Brooks, 2003). 

 

On a practical level, the selection of adaptation measures is critical and priority should 

be given to ‘no-regrets’ options (Linham & Nicholls, 2010) – those that provide ‘net 

Source: Preston and Stafford-Smith (2009, p. 18)  
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social benefits’ under all future climate change scenarios (Asian Development Bank, 

2005; Preston et al., 2013). Both structural measures such as infrastructure and non-

structural ones such as institutional change and capacity-building are required in order 

to adapt to climate change (The WB Institute, n.d-a; UNFCCC, 2006; Veraart & Bakker, 

2009). It is recommended that adaptation should be socially acceptable, culturally 

compatible, environmentally sustainable and cost-effective (UNFCCC, 2006) and build 

on past experience (Füssel, 2007; Preston et al., 2013). 

 

The role of monitoring and evaluation in measuring the effectiveness of adaptation 

implementation is essential (Lal & Thurairajah, 2011; LDC Expert Group, 2012; 

UNFCCC, 2006) and it is recommended that it should be done over decades (Linham & 

Nicholls, 2010). In the evaluation stage, multiple expert judgements supported by 

empirical observation and modelling projections are suggested to tackle the issue of 

uncertainty in projecting future climate conditions (Veraart & Bakker, 2009). The 

literature further stresses the importance of transparency in the process of selecting 

scientific tools for the evaluation exercise as well as in prioritising adaptation options 

(Veraart & Bakker, 2009).  

 

In summary, a successful adaptation strategy does not only meet its objectives but also 

facilitates the ability of others to reduce their vulnerability (Adger et al., 2005). The 

success of adaptation is dependent on special and temporal scales (Adger et al., 2005; 

Nelson et al., 2007); for instance, some adaptation strategies may successfully reduce 

vulnerability in one particular area or meet one objective for a given period of time but 

do not necessarily sustain or are considered to be successful in other areas or sectors. 

Successful adaptation should therefore balance efficiency, effectiveness, equity and 

legitimacy: elements that are context specific and contested (Adger et al., 2005). These 

issues are discussed in more detail in Chapter 2. 

1.3.2 Planning for Climate Change 

 

In order to effectively plan for climate change, there are a number of aspects need to be 

addressed. An overall framework for planning for climate change has been outlined by 

Füssel (2007): 
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Planning for adaptation is about what should be done differently, more or 

less, by whom and with what resources and it is framed as: How will future 

climatic and non-climatic conditions differ from those of the past?; Do the 

expected changes matter to current decisions?; and What is a suitable 

balance between the risks of acting (too) early and those of acting (too) late? 

(Füssel, 2007, p. 268) 

 

In the technical sphere, the framework proposed by Füssel takes into account changes of 

climatic conditions that may matter to current and future development, which is in line 

with some experts (cf. Preston & Stafford-Smith, 2009; Veraart & Bakker, 2009). The 

framework also points to the important concern of allowing appropriate time for 

implementing the adaptation. This is because planning for adaptation is cost-associated 

and decisions are made with high uncertainty, thus reasonable time is needed in order 

for stakeholders to learn and make necessary adjustments (UNFCCC, 2006; Veraart & 

Bakker, 2009). This concern is even more important for least developed countries like 

Cambodia, where institutional capacity, including research capacity, is very constrained 

(Dany, Bowen, & Miller, 2014; Kian-Woon et al., 2010; Royal Government of 

Cambodia, 2010f).  

 

It is suggested that the planning for adaptation should be an iterative learning process 

(Figure 1.3) starting with scrutinising key information that will then be used to inform 

adaptation planning (Moss et al., 2008; UNFCCC, 2006; Veraart & Bakker, 2009). 

Some studies (e.g. Butler et al., 2014; UNFCCC, 2006) suggest that planning for 

adaptation should also take into consideration non-climatic factors that reflect the social 

vulnerability of a system. When planning, it is imperative the policy and development 

objectives of a country are taken into account (UNFCCC, 2006) as well as their 

technological feasibility (Käkönen, Lebel, Karhunmaa, Dany, & Try, 2014; UNFCCC, 

2006).  

 

Vulnerability assessment is a key starting point for adaptation planning because it 

generates relevant information for planning (Füssel, 2007; Fussel & Klein, 2006; Smit 

& Wandel, 2006). A vulnerability assessment analyses present climate change 
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vulnerability and ongoing adaptation measures, and scrutinises the available options, 

feasibility of implementation and possibility of alignment with national and other policy 

goals such as economic diversification, sustainable development and environmental 

protection (Fussel & Klein, 2006). Füssel (2007) further notes that vulnerability 

assessment identifies adaptation options in a way that incorporates current and future 

climate vulnerabilities into relevant policy concerns. Linham and Nicholls (2010) 

therefore recommend that local climate change impacts should be reviewed periodically. 

This implies that vulnerability assessment should be undertaken not only for informing 

adaptation planning design, but should periodically be undertaken to provide feedback 

concerning adaptation implementation so that improvements can be made. 

 

 

In practice, CCA is more effective when it also addresses other vulnerability-

contributing factors and, in most cases, adaptation projects rarely address climate-

induced vulnerability alone (Adger et al., 2007; Butler et al., 2014; Smit & Wandel, 

2006).  For this reason, there have been a wide recognition of the importance of 

mainstreaming climate change. As results, some mainstreaming frameworks and 

approaches have been proposed to assist in this process.  

 

The UNDP-UNEP’s climate change mainstreaming framework is straightforward, 

focusing on three components: identifying entry points, integrating climate change 

concerns into policy development processes and implementation (UNDP-UNEP, 2011). 
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Figure 1.3 Iterative steps in planned adaptation to climate change 
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A proposed framework for mainstreaming climate change by the Government Group 

Network for Climate Change Mainstreaming is broader than UNDP-UNEP’s one. It 

consists of three main components: an enabling environment covering political will and 

information services; policy and planning covering the policy framework, institutional 

arrangements and the financial framework; and projects and programs that translate the 

policy into actions (Pervin et al., 2013).  

 

Ayers et al. (2014) have also developed an enabling framework for building countries’ 

capacity to mainstream climate change that is composed of four important components: 

raising CCA awareness and building local scientific capacity; producing targeted 

scientific information to meet the need of different stakeholders; pilot CCA and 

mitigation activities; and integrating the lessons learned from earlier steps into existing 

national and local planning. These frameworks mainly focus on ‘what’ needs to or 

should be done rather than the processes of ‘how’ things can be done. Mainstreaming 

climate change issues and frameworks are discussed further in Chapters 3 and 4.  

 

1.3.3 Linking Research and Policy Development  

 

There are a number of barriers and challenges in narrowing research and policy 

development. These include the low absorptive capacity of policymakers for science 

and technology; the limited openness of politicians in developing countries; the election 

of policymakers based on specific policy initiatives with short-term goals, thus reducing 

the incentive to use research and science information (Jones, Jones, & Walsh, 2008); the 

different time scales of research and policy development (Finch, 1986; Jones et al., 

2008); the status of the researchers, which may be lower than that of the policymakers, 

thus making it hard for researchers to exert influence on them (Finch, 1986); poor 

communication (Jones et al., 2008; Miller et al., 2010); and differences in ways of 

thinking, interests and language used between researchers and policymakers (Finch, 

1986; Jones et al., 2008). Adger et al. (2005), however, argue that successful adaptation 

should support social learning, thus fostering collective actions.  
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Figure 1.4 The main single loop lessons from the cases study 

In response to the abovementioned challenges, researchers have examined some 

applications such as the co-production of knowledge, knowledge intermediaries and 

research–policy dialogue. Vulnerability assessment is indicated as a platform facilitating 

social learning, thus the co-production of relevant knowledge, which eventually fosters 

collaboration among stakeholders (Preston et al., 2013; Yuen et al., 2013). To be 

effective, Yuen et al. (2013) suggests a number of lessons that should be taken on in 

every step of the assessment (Figure 1.4). The stakeholder’s engagement mechanisms 

and research communication strategies are further discussed in Chapter 5.  
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1.3.4 Knowledge and Information for Planning for Climate Change  

 

The Trialogue Model of the relationships between policy–research–society suggests two 

stratums of knowledge that are important for informing policy development: the formal 

scientific knowledge that is produced by universities, research institutions, government 

agencies and consultants and an informal knowledge which is a compilation of citizen 

and indigenous knowledge that is generally understood by society (Geoffrey, 2007). 

Veraart and Bakker (2009) also suggest that a scientific network be composed of 

universities, research programs and research institutions; however, this structure varies 

from one country to another. For instance, in Cambodia scientific capacity is 

fragmented, with many research projects implemented by the policy stakeholders (the 

government ministries and development partners (DPs)) (Dany, Bajracharya, Lebel, 

Regan, & Taplin, 2015). Also, the scientific capacity of local academic institutions is 

not strong in Cambodia. When this happens, the scientific network may be dominated 

by those from government and DP organisations.  

 

Relevant climate-related information for decision-makers includes present climate 

impacts, vulnerable systems and their geographic distributions (Carter et al., 2007; 

Dubois et al., 2011), future potential impacts under projected climate change (Butler et 

al., 2013; Lobell et al., 2008) and potential alarming impacts (Carter et al., 2007). 

Research (e.g. Adger et al., 2007; Lobell et al., 2008; Smit & Wandel, 2006) indicates 

the importance of information on the cost–benefit analysis of adaptation options. Adger 

et al. (2005) further argue that the costs of adaptation can be reduced with more accurate 

information about future climate change. An analysis of opportunities related to climate 

change is also necessary (Carter et al., 2007).  

 

An analysis of climate change impacts, vulnerability and adaptation should be based on 

the climate, atmospheric and carbon cycle projections as well as emission and 

socioeconomic scenarios (Fussel & Klein, 2006; Moss et al., 2008). The Atmosphere-

Ocean General Circulation Model is a fundamental tool in projecting the behaviour of 

the global climate system and for producing global and regional climate and climate 

change projection information (Christensen et al., 2007). In the context of water 

management, the scientific tools that can be used to provide knowledge and information 
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for policymakers on present and future impacts include weather forecasting, climate 

scenarios, time-series analysis and risk assessment (Veraart & Bakker, 2009). These 

present a challenge for a country like Cambodia where scientific capacity is constrained.  

 

Preston and Stafford-Smith (2009) observe that integrated assessment, a modelling 

study with different scenarios presenting different futures, may be able to usefully 

provide information covering both the biophysical and socioeconomic status of a system. 

However, they indicate that vulnerability assessment that is directed towards planned 

adaptation is often in the form of policy analysis that covers the cost–benefit analysis of 

adaptation options or multi-criteria analysis. As well as generating relevant information 

for adaptation planning, Füssel and Klein (2006) view vulnerability assessment as an 

emerging area of knowledge about climate policy and science. They observe that 

vulnerability assessments are conducted to improve scientific understanding of climate 

sensitive systems under changing climate conditions, to identify and prioritise the 

political and research agenda of vulnerable systems, to develop adaptation strategies and 

to specify targets for the mitigation of climate change. In conclusion, local vulnerability 

assessment is important for informing adaptation planning; however, such local 

Cambodian related studies are limited (Dany et al., 2014; Mekong River Comission, 

2009) therefore alternative information sources are necessary.  

 

Relevant scientific information can be obtained from various sources. For instance, the 

scientific information on anthropogenic climate change on a global and regional scale is 

synthesised regularly by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). The 

IPCC is the leading scientific body in the area of climate change and has three main 

Working Groups. Working Group I focuses on global and regional climate-related 

information and projections and the advancement of General Circulation Models. 

Working Group II advances the knowledge and technologies related to impacts, 

vulnerability, adaptation and assessments methods and Working Group III focuses on 

CC mitigation. The Fourth Assessment Reports of the IPCC was released in 2007 and 

the Fifth Assessment Reports have recently been released. As well as the IPCC, United 

Nations’ bodies such the UNFCCC, WB, ADB, UNDP;  and academic publications 

have also provided a great deal of climate change relevant information. Although the 

information is generic, it is still relevant to the Cambodian context. 
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1.4 Research Goal and Objectives 

 

Given the many limitations that Cambodia confronts, including a lack of relevant 

information, poor cooperation among CCA stakeholders and weak institutional capacity 

in general (Dany et al., 2014), developing climate-informed development planning is a 

critical challenge. Nevertheless, it is important to support the sustainable development 

of the country in the face of climate change. At a policy implication level, this research 

aims to explore the possibilities for Cambodia to develop its own climate-informed 

development planning system. This research also aims to contribute to the 

abovementioned knowledge gaps (see Section 1.1). The overall research question of this 

study is ‘How can climate-informed development planning in Cambodia’s water 

resources and agriculture sectors be developed and strengthened?’ Correspondingly, the 

following specific objectives were set for this research. A more detailed discussion of 

each of the specific objectives is provided in each of the respective chapters.  

 

1. To examine the challenges and opportunities for practicing climate-informed 

development planning in Cambodia, with specific focus on potentials for 

improving existing climate change institutional arrangement and processes. 

2. To assess the mainstreaming of climate change into Cambodia’s national 

development planning and examine pathways for effective mainstreaming. 

3. To evaluate climate-informed development planning using community 

knowledge. 

4. To analyse mechanisms for narrowing the gaps between research and policy 

development in Cambodia. 

 

The formulation of the research objectives was guided by the gaps from previous 

studies (e.g. Ayers, Huq, Wright, et al., 2014; Lebel et al., 2012; Pervin et al., 2013). 

For instance, a Government Network for Climate Change Mainstreaming argues that 

that it is crucial to develop the approaches and capacity that are embedded in the 

existing planning system in order to effectively mainstream climate change (Pervin et 

al., 2013). Gregory et al. (2013) note the need to examine policy cycles, while Lebel et 

al. (2012) suggest examining the development planning process in order to identify 
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appropriate pathways for effectively integrating climate change concerns into 

development policies and plans. Following these suggestions, this research investigates 

Cambodia’s planning systems at both the national and subnational levels. Moreover, 

given the important role of institutions and governance processes in integrating climate 

change concerns into development policies (Adger et al., 2005; Ayers, Huq, Wright, et 

al., 2014; Lebel, 2014), this study also examines the potentials for improving 

Cambodia’s existing climate change institutions, in terms of their arrangements (the 

representation of key actors) and the processes in sharing responsibilities and resources, 

thus facilitating collaboration among stakeholders. The relationships between climate 

change institutions and national development planning’s stakeholders was investigated 

in terms of the services and engagements that have been exchanged between the two 

groups of stakeholders. 

 

1.5. Conceptual Framework for this Study 

 

Drawing from the broad conceptual frameworks discussed earlier (section 1.3), the 

following framework was developed for this research on Cambodia. The framework 

acknowledges the importance of five key components that are interconnected 

(illustrated in Figure 1.5). The components of the framework are key actors and 

institutional arrangement, institutions and governance processes, stakeholder’s 

engagement and research communication strategies, enabling factors and the need to 

identify entry points for integrating climate change concerns into development policies 

and plans. 

 

The need to identify entry points in the policy and planning process should be central to 

integrating climate change concerns into development policies and plans. This targeted 

approach guides the integration process efficiently and effectively. Identifying entry 

points is also one of the strategic components of the UNDP-UNEP climate change 

mainstreaming framework (UNDP-UNEP, 2011). In order to identify the appropriate 

entry points, Lebel et al. (2012) recommend examining the development planning 

process, while Gregory et al. (2013) suggest examining policy cycles. Such analysis 

also provides insights into the institutions and governance processes as well as 
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institutional capacity in undertaking climate change actions, thus informing a decision 

on what climate change action should be carried out (Willems, 2004). Further 

discussions and empirical work on this issue are in Chapters 3 and 4.  

 

 

Appropriate institutions and governance processes are crucial in the process of 

mainstreaming or planning for climate change (Adger et al., 2005; Nelson et al., 2007; 

Pervin et al., 2013). This is because planning for climate change requires participatory 

processes involving a wide range of stakeholders at multiple levels (Adger et al., 2005; 

Daniell et al., 2011; Thomas & Twyman, 2005). Effective stakeholder engagement 

processes are therefore necessary for planning for climate change, especially in 

Source: Author, 2012 
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Figure 1.5 Conceptual framework for this study 
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promoting collective actions and facilitating social learning (Daniell et al., 2011; LDC 

Expert Group, 2012; Preston et al., 2013). Good governance and institutional processes 

can motivate stakeholders’ participation as it promotes trust and relationship among 

stakeholders (Fukuyama, 2002). Adger et al. (2005) thus conclude that successful 

adaptation should balance efficiency, effectiveness, equity and legitimacy. These four 

factors are elements of good governance and are context specific and contested. In sum, 

the prime aim of this component in this study’s framework is to enhance relationships 

and trust among stakeholders, thus facilitating collaboration among stakeholders and 

enhancing an uptake of research information for development policy. Further 

discussions and empirical work on these issues can be found in Chapters 2 and 4.  

 

An overall aim of having the appropriate institutional arrangement and relevant key 

actors in this study’s framework is to extract the relevant knowledge and information to 

inform relevant decisions. Planning for climate change does not only need cooperation 

from a broad range of stakeholders but also requires multi- and interdisciplinary experts 

due to its cross-cutting nature and because decisions are made with high uncertainty 

(Dessai & Hulme, 2007; Dubois et al., 2011; The World Bank Group, 2010). For 

instance, a number of experts from different scientific backgrounds, which include 

climatology, economics, human geography, mathematical modelling and policy analysis, 

are required for undertaking vulnerability assessment (Fussel & Klein, 2006). Veraat 

and Bakker (2009) further recommend that the role of the organisation facilitating the 

boundaries between research and policy development should be carefully designed, 

taking into account the historical context of existing policy and its user characteristics, 

societal networks and the scientific system that is in place. Further discussions and 

empirical work on these issues are in Chapter 2 and 4.  

 

One of the main purposes of including stakeholder’s engagement and research 

communication strategies in this study’s framework is to promote the participation and 

uptake of research results or other forms of evidence for adaptation policy development. 

Given the fact that planning for climate change requires relevant and available 

information from either scientific bodies or community knowledge, appropriate research 

communication strategies are also necessary (Finch, 1986; Miller et al., 2010). A two-
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way communication process between scientific bodies and policy stakeholders is 

effective in translating research information into policy applications (Geoffrey, 2007). 

Introducing knowledge intermediaries is another mechanism that enables the linking of 

research and policy development (Dobbins et al., 2009; Fisher, 2010; Jones, Jones, 

Walker, & Walsh, 2009; Meyer, 2010). Vulnerability assessment is suggested as an 

effective platform for facilitating social learning thus promoting the use of research 

results (Yuen et al., 2013). Further discussions and empirical work on these issues are in 

Chapters 4 and 5.  

 

The effective mainstreaming of climate change needs an enabling environment, 

especially funding, policy frameworks and institutional capacity. A number of studies 

(cf. Adger et al., 2007; Adger et al., 2005; LDC Expert Group, 2012) point to lack of 

resources as one of the key constraints in adaptation work. Therefore, Lemos and 

Morehouse (2005) indicate the important role and collaboration of funding agencies 

with academic institutions and policymakers in undertaking vulnerability assessment in 

order to produce meaningful strategies to respond to climate vulnerabilities. Also, the 

issue of the lack of local expertise in least developed countries is stressed in many 

studies (e.g. Käkönen et al., 2014; Willems & Baumert, 2003), therefore institutional 

change and capacity-building are required in order to adapt to climate change (The WB 

Institute, n.d-a; UNFCCC, 2006). At a community level, these enabling factors enhance 

their adaptive capacity to better address climate hazards (Nelson et al., 2007; Smit & 

Wandel, 2006). The WB Institute (n.d-b), on the other hand, points to responsibility, 

accountability and coordination as enablers for enhancing the institutional environment. 

Further discussions and empirical work on these issues are in Chapters 2 to 5.  

 

In conclusion, planning for climate change is an evolving idea stemming from 

vulnerability concepts. The nature of planning for climate change reflects theories of 

changes in general. As defined in the literature (e.g. Adger et al., 2007; Nelson et al., 

2007), the adaptation process is a deliberate change from marginal adjustment to 

transformation processes. Moreover, the concept of planning for climate change relates 

to institutional improvements. A number of studies (cf. Adger et al., 2005; The WB 

Institute, n.d-a; UNFCCC, 2006; Veraart & Bakker, 2009) point to the importance of 
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positive institutional change in order to adapt to climate change. Füssel (2007) thus 

concludes that adaptation requires new attention and action from development 

stakeholders who have not taken climate change vulnerability into account in their past 

decisions, implying that new response measures are needed in the face of climate 

change. From a planning point of view, it is an evolution from traditional planning 

practices that rely on experience and observation to a more climate evidence-based 

practice that relies on scientific research. Likewise, scientific research, information 

networks, capacity-building and awareness-raising are crucial for planning for climate 

change (Fussel & Klein, 2006; Huq & Ayers, 2008; Veraart & Bakker, 2009). 

 

1.6 Study Design and Methods  

 

Utilising qualitative methods was seen as an appropriate approach for this study, as the 

strength of qualitative research is its ability to uncover things that are not apparent. 

Babbie (2005, p. 299) describes qualitative research as “a hands-on process, which 

involves going to the scene of the action and checking it out.” It is therefore well suited 

to the type of policy investigation where comprehensive perceptions need to be 

collected. Finch (1986) states that qualitative research has two prime strengths for 

policy-oriented research: it can provide descriptive insights with a range of evidence 

and it can be complementary to quantitative analysis.  

 

The investigation in this research was exploratory, wherein institutional ethnography 

was applied and complemented by case study methods. The overall framework for the 

study is presented in Figure 1.6. Institutional ethnography is a process consisting of 

interviews, observations and document review where individual personal experiences 

are used as the basis for understanding institutional practices (Babbie, 2005). The case 

study method involves carrying out an in-depth investigation of the real-life context of 

an individual, group, organisation, phenomenon or project, relying on multiple sources 

of evidence (Yin, 2009).  

 

Yin (2009) suggests that multiple case studies, even only with two cases, are preferable 

to a single case study as they provide substantial analytical benefits. Therefore, two 
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CCA projects were chosen as case studies for this research: Climate Resilient Water 

Management and Agricultural Practices in Rural Cambodia (referred to as National 

Adaptation Program of Action on Climate Change-Follow Up or NAPA-FU), and Local 

Government and Climate Change (LGCC). Both case study projects are designed as 

multiple-embedded case studies. Convergent evidence provided stronger confidence in 

generalising the findings (Yin, 2009). More information about the case study projects is 

in Chapter 4. 

 

Research Question: 

How can climate-informed development planning in Cambodian water resources and agriculture 

sectors be developed and strengthened? 

 

1. Examine the challenges and opportunities for 

practicing climate-informed development 

planning in Cambodia 

2. Assess the mainstreaming of climate change 

into Cambodia’s national development planning 

and examine pathways for effective 

mainstreaming 

4. Analyse mechanisms for narrowing the gaps 
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Figure 1.6 Research framework 
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As indicated by Kumar (2005), in social science, research respondents (i.e. those who 

can provide information to the researcher to understand the issues being investigated) 

can be individuals, groups or communities, depending on the profession they belong to. 

As this study’s scope was within the water and agriculture sectors, officials who were in 

charge of or were actively involved in planning in these areas. This research therefore 

targeted relevant officials from government ministries, DPs and local academic 

institutions (see Appendix D).  

 

Four ministries: MAFF; MOWRAM; MOE; and the Ministry of Planning were targeted 

for this study. MAFF has four technical divisions of which only two (the General 

Directorate of Agriculture and the Fisheries Administration) were included in this study. 

The respondents from MAFF and MOWRAM targeted were those who involved in their 

respective ministry planning process: the directors or/and deputy directors of the 

departments of planning, and specialised departments (e.g. Department of Rice). The 

General Directorate of Planning of the Ministry of Planning, which coordinates the 

development of national strategic development plan, was also recruited. The CCD of the 

MOE, which coordinates the development of national climate change strategy and 

manages most of adaptation resources, was also selected.  

 

The selection of respondents from DPs targeted those in key funding agencies for water 

resources and agriculture and/or adaptation work, and relevant non-governmental 

organisations (NGOs). For instance, the UNDP, WB, ADB, the European Union, 

Swedish International Development Agency, and Danish International Development 

Agency were recruited for this study. The organisations play comparatively important 

roles in Cambodian adaptation strategies and implementation, as noted by the Royal 

Government of Cambodia (2010d). It was therefore seen as necessary to also obtain 

their perspectives, which may be different from or complementary to government 

perspectives.  

 

Additionally, since the study addresses the issue of climate change science, it was seen 

as important to gain perspectives from science-related bodies (local academic 

institutions) that have a role in producing and disseminating information to relevant 
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stakeholders. The selection of academics was based on their relevant specialisations (e.g. 

academics from the Royal University of Agriculture (RUA), Cambodian Agriculture 

Research and Development Institute, and the Institute of Technology Cambodia). 

 

The respondents were selected using the purposive and snowballing techniques and 

were approached through the networks of the author. Purposive sampling was 

appropriate for this institutional ethnography research because it allowed for the 

recruiting of respondents who had comprehensive work experience from their 

organisations and who could share their insights and perspectives. The snowballing 

approach was also utilised in this study to allow for the selection of additional 

respondents who were suggested by some of the respondents. This study was approved 

by the Bond University Human Research Ethics Committee, Australia (Protocol 

Number RO1430) (see Appendix A).  

 

To facilitate the institutional ethnography research, an interview schedule that was 

framed to collect information for Research Objectives 1, 2 and 4 was developed to 

guide the interviews (see Appendix B). Given the length of the full interview schedule 

for the institutional ethnography research, respondents were only asked questions that 

were relevant to their areas of knowledge. For instance, respondents from academic 

institutions were not necessarily asked about national development planning practices 

but rather asked about research projects, communication strategies and institutional 

applications in terms of narrowing research and policy development. Similarly, in order 

to facilitate the collection of case study information and ensure the reliability of the 

study, case study topics were developed as suggested by Yin (2009). These are 

summarised in Table 1.2. Following the topics, an interview guide for the case study is 

elaborated to collect information for Research Objective 3 (see Appendix C). 

 

To arrange the interviews, individuals were contacted by email or official letter from the 

Royal University of Phnom Penh, the researcher’s employer in Cambodia. The purpose 

and objectives of the study were explained clearly during the initial contacts. An 

explanatory statement about the research was also attached to the official letters or 

emails which included more information about the study. Interviews were only done 
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with the respondents’ full consent, including the consent of their employment superiors 

when required. A written form of consent which follows Bond University’s Research 

Ethics procedures was developed to allow for respondents to sign their agreement (see 

Appendix A). However, as signing a written consent is not a cultural norm in 

Cambodian society, verbal consent was also accepted.  

 

Table 1.2 Case study topics and sources of evidence 

Case study topics Sources of information  

Institutional arrangement for projects 

implementation 

Interviews, direct observations, project 

documents, progress reports 

Climate change related capacity-

building and awareness-raising  

Interviews, training manuals, project 

documents, progress reports  

Climate-related information generation: 

tools, processes and information  

Interviews, climate change related study 

reports, project document, progress reports 

Applications and integration of climate 

concerns into relevant decision-making 

and planning process 

Interviews, participative and direct 

observations, planning documents, progress 

reports 

Implementation of CCA measures Interviews, direct observations, visit to 

projects’ physical artefacts, project 

documents, progress reports 

Local development planning process Interviews, relevant policy documents 

 

 

The interviews commenced with the researcher briefly informing the interviewees about 

the study’s objectives, the interview process and timing. The confidentiality of the 

shared information, thoughts and perceptions was guaranteed through verbal agreement 

as well as a written consent. With agreement from respondents, which most gave, 

digital recording was used to supplement written note-taking. Sufficient flexibility was 

allowed during the interviews so that additional questions could be asked if necessary 

according to what emerged from the conversations. As Babbie (2005) points out, a 

qualitative interview is a conversation whereby the researcher triggers the conversation 

with questions on the study topic and ideally does not use more than five per cent of the 

interview time for asking the questions. Moreover, Babbie (2005) also notes that it is 

important to adopt and respect the respondents’ beliefs, at least temporarily, in order for 
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the interviewer to be immersed in the investigation. This advice was taken into account 

during the interview process.  

 

Each interview for the institutional ethnography research took about 60 minutes. 

Follow-up interviews or queries were conducted for a small number of respondents 

where the first interview did not provide sufficient information. Also, there were a few 

respondents who had comprehensive knowledge and experience that could not be 

covered sufficiently in one interview, so follow-up interviews were organised. The 

interviews for the case study generally took about 90 minutes. The interviews were 

conducted by the researcher in Khmer, the local language. Most of the interviews for the 

institutional ethnography research took place in the respondents’ offices; however, a 

few of them were undertaken at cafes when that was a more convenient location for the 

respondents. The interviews for case study were undertaken at the projects’ head offices 

for the project management teams, while interviews of provincial project officials were 

mainly at restaurants and local people’s houses during their visits to the project’s sites 

for the NAPA-FU, and at the provincial government buildings for the LGCC. The 

interviews with local governments were held at local government buildings. Ensuring 

an appropriate setting for the interviews was considered necessary to minimise possible 

bias. 

 

A total of 59 interviews were conducted for this research. For the institutional 

ethnography research, 41 interviews (primarily one-on-one) with 44 respondents were 

conducted between July 2012 and April 2013. Twenty-two of the respondents were 

from government organisations: MAFF, MOWRAM, MOE and Ministry of Planning. 

Twelve of the interviewees were from academic institutions, with the remaining 

respondents from DPs. The respondents’ profile is summarised in the Appendix D. For 

the case study, a total of 18 interviews were conducted with 27 respondents from both 

projects (Table 1.3). The interviews were done between February and April 2013. The 

interview respondents were members of the project management teams at the national 

level, the project implementation units at the provincial level, and the district and 

commune governments at the local level.  
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In addition to the interviews, the researcher participated in a number of relevant 

meetings and workshops at national level, for instance, meetings related to climate 

change grant mechanisms organised by the Cambodia’s Climate Change Alliance and a 

workshop on CCA beyond 2015 organised by the UNDP. For the case study, the 

researcher took part in a number of meetings with different groups of beneficiaries of 

the NAPA-FU project, for example a rice seeds saving group, and by participating in 

planning and project prioritisation workshops of the LGCC project. Direct observations 

were conducted throughout the interview process with respondents, and visits to project 

sites and artefacts (e.g. pumping wells with solar panels of the NAPA-FU project, and 

rural roads of the LGCC project). The physical artefacts of both projects were visited, in 

the Don Kao municipality and Borey Chhulasa district in the Takao province for the 

LGCC project and the Chhum Kasan district of the Preash Vihear province for NAPA-

FU project. An analysis of archival information, such as project documents, progress 

reports, training manuals and related planning documents, was undertaken as necessary. 

 

Table 1.3 Breakdown of interviews and respondents by institutional level and case study 

project 

 

Respondents’ institution 

NAPA-FU LGCC 

No of 

Interviews 

No of 

respondents 

No of 

Interviews 

No of 

respondents 

National level (management office) 2 2 2 2 

Provincial level (implementation units) 6 6 3 3 

Local level (implementation and 

primary beneficiaries) 

1 2 4 12 

Total  9 10 9 17 

 

 

In summary, this chapter provides a rationale (statements of problem) underlining the 

significance of the research for Cambodia’s CCA and development policies that clearly 

contributes to the sustainable development of Cambodia as well as other countries that 

have similar socioeconomic, cultural and political contexts. The chapter also includes a 

conceptual framework that was developed to guide the study toward meeting the 

research’s goal and objectives.  
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The following chapter discusses the challenges and opportunities for practising climate-

informed development planning in Cambodia, focusing on the potential for 

improvements in Cambodian CCA governance and institutions, thus facilitating more 

climate-informed development planning. 
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2. Challenges and Potentials for Climate-Informed Planning in 

Cambodia 

 

 

2.1 Introduction 

 

Planning for climate change implies planning that uses information on recent and future 

climate change to review the suitability of current plans and policies (Füssel, 2007; 

Preston & Stafford-Smith, 2009; Veraart & Bakker, 2009). Füssel (2007) argues that 

vulnerability assessment is a key starting point for adaptation planning as it identifies 

adaptation options in a way that incorporates recent and future climate vulnerabilities 

into relevant policy concerns. Good collaboration among climate scientists and 

researchers, policymakers, planners and practitioners are therefore essential for planning 

for climate change (Füssel, 2007; Veraart & Bakker, 2009). Planning for climate change 

become effective if it is integrated with other development policies and strategies 

(Dubois et al., 2011; Huq et al., 2004; Smit & Wandel, 2006) which implies that a wide 

range of stakeholders from multiple levels are needed. 

 

Because planning for climate change required good collaboration among a wide range 

of stakeholders, appropriate institutions and good governance are required for 

adaptation. Lebel (2014) argues that institutions and governance processes are important 

for effectively narrowing CCA research and practices. Adger et al. (2005) supports this, 

arguing that the success and sustainability of adaptation relate to positive institutional 

changes. It was also found that climate change institutional development in Cambodia, 

especially the elevation of the Office of Climate Change to the Department of Climate 

Change and the establishment of the National Climate Change Committee (NCCC) 

positively influenced CCA work in the water and public health sectors (Bowen, Miller, 

Dany, McMichael, & Friel, 2013).  

Equity is a central concern in CCA governance (Adger et al., 2005; Nelson et al., 2007). 

It is a concern because adaptation is a decision-making process requiring participation 

from a wide range of stakeholders at multiple levels, and that without such participation 

there are risks that only narrow and  powerful interests are served (Adger et al., 2005; 
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Butler et al., 2013; Daniell et al., 2011; Thomas & Twyman, 2005). The issue of equity 

arises in both CCA decision-making processes and outcomes. In terms of process, the 

fairness of institutions and procedures is influenced by representations and respect of 

individual values and views in CCA decisions (Nelson et al., 2007). Adger et al. (2005) 

further argue that the issue of fairness relates to the distribution of power within 

institutions in managing CCA resources. The issue of equity in outcome refers to 

fairness regarding the sharing of benefits from adaptation policies and the distribution 

of vulnerability across sectors and locations (Adger et al., 2005; Lebel, Nikitina, & 

Manuta, 2006; Nelson et al., 2007). A practical example that occurred in Cambodia was 

the conflicts over the issue of water development for agriculture and the fisheries, 

resulting in the closure of many community-based water user groups. These conflicts 

create another governance issue, legitimacy, which refers to the level of acceptance of 

participants and non-participants of CCA-related decisions and policies (Adger et al., 

2005).  

 

Some mechanisms have been developed to trigger cooperation and social learning 

among CCA stakeholders, for example co-production of knowledge (Armitage, Berkes, 

Dale, Kocho-Schellenberg, & Patton, 2011) and vulnerability assessment (Preston et al., 

2013; Yuen et al., 2013). Through these mechanisms climate scientists and researchers, 

policymakers, planners and practitioners work collaboratively. In the process of 

vulnerability assessment, climate scientists and researchers evaluate the suitability of 

current policies, plans and practices for the future (Füssel, 2007; Lemos & Morehouse, 

2005; Veraart & Bakker, 2009; Yuen et al., 2013), while practitioners also have a vital 

role in sharing information and practical experience relating to CCA implementation 

(Füssel, 2007). Policymakers also have important role in the assessment process in 

assisting in identifying and prioritising CCA policies for their sectoral or local 

development (Füssel, 2007).  

 

In addition to the institutional mechanisms, institutional capacity is imperative for CCA. 

Käkönen et al. (2014) argue that the availability of CCA expert technologies makes 

CCA governable. Willems (2004) also points to institutional capacity as one of the 

criteria in selecting climate actions. Good performance and relevant skills of individuals 
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are basis for policy implementation (Willems & Baumert, 2003), therefore it is essential 

that personnel have good motivation and the right incentives (Jutting, 2003; Lebel et al., 

2006; Pretty & Ward, 2001; Willems & Baumert, 2003). At a broader level, the 

following factors have been shown to influence institutionalising capacities: poverty, 

corruption, lack of financial resources, lack of public participation and awareness, and 

administrative barriers (Lebel et al., 2006). Storbjork and Hedren (2011) also point to 

the necessity of having an effective political administrative system for addressing CCA 

institutional conflicts. 

 

Planning for climate change is essential for Cambodia’s development, especially for the 

water resources and agriculture sectors.  The sectors are connected and highly sensitive 

to climate given the fact that most of agriculture is rain-fed, and water resources 

management infrastructure is underdeveloped. Looking at the impacts of projected 

climate change in Asia, both sectors are predicted to be highly vulnerable (Cruz et al., 

2007). This chapter aims to explore opportunities for Cambodia to practice climate-

informed planning for the sectors, with a central discussion on improving CCA 

institutions and governance. In order to facilitate the discussion, an analysis of the 

climate change institutions is provided first.  

 

2.2 Climate Change Institutions in Cambodia 

 

Since ratifying the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change in 1995, 

climate change institutions have been progressively developed in Cambodia. The MOE 

was formalised as the country’s focal point for the convention. In 2003 the Office of 

Climate Change was established within MOE with the following mandates: to promote 

climate change related research, capacity-building and awareness-raising; enhance 

cooperation with relevant organisations in implementing the climate change framework 

convention; and provide information to the government and assist them in preparing 

their position for the international negotiation (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2003).  

 

Recognising the important role of the Office of Climate Change in facilitating climate 

change related activities, it was promoted to the CCD in 2009 with five offices (Figure 
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2.1) (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2009a). In addition to their initial mandates, the 

CCD is authorised to develop national policies, strategies, action plans and legal 

instruments related to climate change in cooperation with relevant organisations; 

facilitate the mainstreaming of climate change into national and sectoral development 

plans; mobilise and manage financial resources, especially grants for implementing 

climate change policies and plans; manage carbon credits in cooperation with relevant 

organisations; and promote the monitoring and evaluation of climate change related 

projects (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2009a).  

 

 

In 2006, NCCC, a high-level decision-making interministerial committee, was 

established and mandated to facilitate cooperation among line ministries to meet climate 

change related commitments (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2006c). The 

formulation of the interministerial committee is seen as necessary for climate change 

Figure 2.1 Formal climate change institutions and relationship in Cambodia 

Source: Author, 2013 
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commitments in Cambodia and, as Paavola and Adger (2005) point out, the 

interdependence is a foundation of new institutional approach to environmental issues. 

The committee is chaired by the Minister of Environment, with the Cambodian Prime 

Minister as an honorary chair. Its members hold senior positions, e.g. the secretary of 

state of participating ministries. A climate change technical team (CCTT) was 

established as a technical body for this high-level committee composing of 

representatives from NCCC-participating organisations.  

 

Updated in 2014, the ministries that participate in the NCCC are the Ministries of 

Environment; Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries; Industry and Handicraft; Mines and 

Energy; Water Resources and Meteorology; Commerce; Interior; Economy and Finance; 

Public Works and Transport; Planning; Foreign Affairs and International Cooperation; 

Education, Youth and Sports; Health; Land Management, Urban Planning and 

Construction; Rural Development; Women Affairs; and Information. The Council of 

Ministers, the Council for Development of Cambodia, the National Committee for 

Disaster Management and the Cambodian National Mekong Committee are also 

members of the NCCC (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2014a) .  

 

Figure 2.1 presents the formal climate change institutions in Cambodia according 

primarily to the given roles and responsibilities of the CCD and NCCC as stated in Sub-

decree No. 175 (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2009c), Sub-decree No. 35 (Royal 

Government of Cambodia, 2006c) and Declaration No. 47 of the Ministry of 

Environment (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2010b). The MOE, with the CCD as a 

specialised department, plays a central role in relation to the UNFCCC. As a focal point 

of the UNFCCC and the IPCC, the CCD may have developed cooperation with many 

international and regional institutions, considering that effective international 

institutions are important as a complement to the local ones in addressing global 

environmental problems such as climate change (Pretty, 2003). At the national level, the 

CCD works closely with line ministries via the members of NCCC and CCTT.  

 

The CCD is also mandated to mobilise financial resources to implement climate change 

policies, strategies and action plans. As a result, the Cambodian Climate Change Trust 



 

 

39 

 

Fund has been developed. In this respect, the CCD connects with funding agencies, UN 

agencies, civil society organisations and the private sector. For instance, the Trust Fund 

was supported by the Swedish International Development Agency, the Danish 

International Development Agency, the European Union, and UNDP with funding 

amount of about US $9 million during its pilot phase from 2010 to 2012 (CCD, 2012). 

However, some funding agencies, e.g. the WB and ADB, also execute adaptation funds 

by themselves. It is worth noting here that Cambodia has been selected as a recipient 

country for the Pilot Program for Climate Resilience with funding amount of 

approximately US $400 million, of which 12 per cent are grants (Royal Government of 

Cambodia, 2012). The Pilot Program for Climate Resilience has been executed by the 

WB and ADB in partnership with relevant government ministries, particularly MAFF 

and MOWRAM.  

 

Additionally, in order to meet the mandate to facilitate the carbon accounting 

arrangements in relation to the implementation of the clean development mechanism in 

the country, the CCD works with the private sector in addition to the relevant 

government and non-government organisations. However, the partnership with the 

private sector so far seems restricted to climate change mitigation only. 

 

2.3 Data Collection and Analysis  

 

The data collection process involved conducting interviews with relevant participants 

(see Section 1.6). The interview questions relevant for this study component include 

questions number 27, 28, 29, 31, 32, and 39 in the Appendix B. After the interviews 

were completed, the interview notes and key observations were reviewed and 

summarised using the interview guide and translated into English. Aspects of the 

digitally recorded interviews were transcribed where taken notes were not fully 

completed. The interview summaries were sent by email to the respondents for feedback 

and confirmation of accuracy. Generally the respondents agreed with the summaries, 

and answered additional questions if requested. After amendments were made where 

necessary, the interview information was analysed using the NVivo software program 

(version 10).  
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The information was firstly autocoded according to the questions set in the interview 

guide. The coding of subthemes was done according to what emerged from the 

interviews and was organised according to the themes identified by relevant literature. 

For instance, the studies found that issues of institutions and governance (Adger et al., 

2005; Lebel et al., 2006; Nelson et al., 2007), institutional capacity (Käkönen et al., 

2014; Willems, 2004) and mainstreaming (Dubois et al., 2011; Huq et al., 2004; Smit & 

Wandel, 2006) are key factors for adaptation. Based on these themes, the information 

was coded accordingly. However, respondents’ thoughts and perceptions in terms of the 

local actors and possible CCA institutional arrangements are the beneficial implications 

of this research for climate-informed policy development in Cambodia. 

 

The findings were reported as collective ideas unless variations among different groups 

of stakeholders (for example, government versus DPs versus academic institutions) 

persisted. The patterns of some attributes were presented quantitatively and 

substantiated by pertinent narrative views. The findings were the basis for discussion 

complemented by the author’s professional, social and cultural experiences in and about 

the country. Archival and literature studies were undertaken to support the discussion.  

 

2.4 Results 

 

The results are presented in three sections. The first section presents stakeholders’ 

opinions in term of ‘level of importance’ for Cambodia’s water resources and 

agriculture sectors practicing climate-informed planning. The second section identifies 

the challenges that stakeholders anticipated if the sectors practice such planning. The 

final section presents ways to address the anticipated challenges.  

 

2.4.1 Stakeholders ‘Perspectives on Climate-Informed Planning for Cambodia’s 

Water Resources and Agriculture Sectors  

 

Research respondents shared different opinions in term of ‘level of importance’ for the 

Cambodian water resources and agriculture sectors practicing climate-informed 
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planning (Figure 2.2). The majority of the respondents (from all groups of stakeholders) 

said they thought that it was very important for Cambodia’s water resources and 

agriculture sectors to practice climate-informed planning. Many of the respondents 

explained that it is very important because Cambodia is an agrarian country and most 

rice plantations are rain-fed. One DP respondent stated that, “with more climate 

extremes and vulnerabilities, we [Cambodia] need more planning for it.” Another 

respondent agreed with this, saying, “I think conventional planning is not enough - we 

[Cambodia] need to consider climate risks in our development.” One DP respondent 

suggested having area-based (e.g. watershed) development plans in the context of 

climate change and explained that this is important because climate change impacts 

differ from one region to another. 

 

 

Figure 2.2 Stakeholders’ perspectives on climate-informed planning for Cambodian water 

resources and agriculture sectors 

 

 

In term of reasons for practicing climate-informed planning, most of the respondents 

from the fisheries sector observed that climate change has impacted fish stock. One 

respondent stated, “farmers have recently had instances of insufficient water in fish 

ponds, and I think it is an impact of climate change.” A few respondents mentioned that 

climate change has threatened Cambodia’s food security and one government 

respondent stated, “it is very important to take climate change into consideration 
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because it relates to food security, especially rice. Rice production shares 50 per cent of 

total agriculture gross domestic product, which is about 30 per cent of the national gross 

domestic product.” Two respondents mentioned the impacts of climate-related disasters 

on infrastructure as a key reason they understood the importance of climate-informed 

planning. 

 

About one-third of the respondents (from all groups of stakeholders) thought that 

climate change is not a priority issue for Cambodia, explaining that climate change is a 

long-term process, therefore it takes a long time for its impacts to be realised. One 

academic institutions respondent understood climate change as a natural process that 

has happened for hundreds of years, thus it should not be given any special attention. 

Another respondent also argued, “climate change is not a high priority; food security is 

more important.” Another respondent supported this, saying, “…Cambodia should give 

high priority to poverty issue.” Two government respondents mentioned that given the 

availability of climate change funds, climate change is a political issue. One of them 

stated, “climate change is not a priority; the availability of climate change funding is a 

driver.” The arguments suggest that the respondents lacked understanding of climate 

change and its impacts and vulnerabilities. It is certainly true that climate change 

negatively impacts food security as well as other sectors, which in turn exacerbates 

poverty in Cambodia. 

 

Three respondents argued that Cambodia is not ready to take up climate-informed 

planning due to the limited understanding of climate change issues. One academic 

institutions respondent argued, “I think the introduction of climate-informed planning 

will create more confusion because planning for climate change involves high 

uncertainty, while stakeholders’ understanding of the issues is limited.” The 

respondents implied that additional investment is needed for developing climate-proof 

infrastructure and given the lack of expertise with that type of designing in Cambodia, it 

is likely that it will be just a waste of resources, especially funding. Another DP 

respondent agreed with this saying, “there is uncertainty in climate change, thus it may 

be safer to just improve quality of development projects.” The arguments are feasibly 

relevant to infrastructure development. However, for agriculture there are many no-
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regret adaptation options that should be considered, for example changing cropping 

calendar or changing crop varieties to suit local climate conditions.  

 

2.4.2 Challenges for Climate-Informed Planning in Cambodia’s Water Resources and 

Agriculture Sectors  

 

The research respondents anticipated a number of challenges for the Cambodian water 

resources and agriculture sectors if they adopted climate-informed planning. Key 

challenges mentioned include lack of relevant information, lack of CCA expertise and 

understanding, weak CCA governance and institutions, and lack of funding (Table 2.1). 

 

Table 2.1 Challenges for practicing climate-informed planning 

Challenges Number of 

Respondents 

Percentage of 

Respondents (n=29) 

Lack of relevant information 19 66 

Lack of expertise and understanding  18 62 

Weak governance and institutions 17 59 

Lack of financial resources  15 52 

 

 

Climate change-related information 

About two-thirds of the respondents indicated the lack of relevant and accurate 

information as one of the key challenges for CCA work in Cambodia. One DP 

respondent argued that in order to practice climate-informed planning, Cambodia needs 

a great deal of quality information which is not available at the moment. Another DP 

respondent agreed with this, saying, “the availability of historical climate information is 

very limited, and I am not sure if it is reliable.” The respondents also commented that 

the available information is very general and lacks specific policy recommendations. 

One DP respondent explained that climate change vulnerabilities and responses are 

different from one region to another, therefore location-specific climate conditions, 

vulnerabilities and adaptations need to be accurately mapped out. 
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In order to apply climate-informed planning, the respondents indicated a requirement 

for following climate-related information: climate change impacts and vulnerabilities; 

climate change projections; historical climate data; and adaptation technologies and 

good practices (Table 2.2). Regarding information on climate change impacts and 

vulnerabilities, half of the respondents indicated a need for location-specific information 

(e.g. local climate hazards and vulnerabilities). Slightly more than half of the 

respondents thought that climate change projection (e.g. rainfalls, temperatures, floods 

and droughts) is necessary for climate-informed planning. Historical climatic data that 

was mentioned by the respondents included climate-induced disasters, precipitations, 

temperatures and humidity. Nearly half of the respondents indicated a need for 

information on adaptation technologies and good practices (locally and internationally) 

which include community’s adaptation practices, rice varieties that are tolerant to local 

climate conditions, a cropping calendar, and water demand and water use efficiency.  

 

Table 2.2 Stakeholders’ opinions on information for climate-informed planning 

Relevant information Number of 

respondents 

Percentage of 

respondents (n=26) 

Climate change impacts and vulnerabilities 16 62 

Climate-related projections 14 54 

Historical climate conditions  11 42 

Adaptation technologies and good practices 11 42 

Others 9 35 

 

CCA Expertise and Understanding 

Some 60 per cent of the respondents indicated ‘lack of expertise and understanding’ for 

personnel working on CCA as one of the key challenges for practicing climate-informed 

planning in Cambodia. Many government officials admitted that they had limited 

understanding about climate change and adaptation. One government respondent stated, 

“our understanding on the concepts relating to climate change and adaptation is 

inadequate.” Another respondent said, “we [government ministries] lack expertise, 

especially in the field of climate change adaptation.” There were similar confirmations 

from the DP and academic institutions respondents. One DP respondent also mentioned, 
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“although we [DP officials] are involved in some climate change-related activities such 

as the National Climate Change Forums, our understanding about adaptation concepts 

remains incomplete.”  

 

A lack of understanding on how to mainstream climate change and adaptation into 

sectoral development plans and projects was mentioned by a small number of research 

respondents. One DP respondent stated, “climate change resilient infrastructure 

development is new for us… what climate change considerations should be included in 

the irrigation designs? Should we have more spillways or should we increase the safety 

factor?” Another government official interviewed shared similar challenge, “we 

[Fisheries Administration] have implemented an adaptation pilot project relating to 

community fisheries development. I challenged with mainstreaming adaptation into 

community fisheries development plan… I am not sure what climate change 

considerations should be taken into the plan.” For this reason, one government official 

argued that although sectoral CCSPs have been developed to facilitate the 

mainstreaming of climate change into development strategies, it still takes time to be 

able to operationalise it.  

 

The issue of the lack of CCA expertise and understanding within government ministries 

is believed to relate to the lack of motivation of government officials due to low 

government salaries and a lack of incentive for them to work for CCA. The respondents 

thought that an incentive for CCA work should be considered, especially for the 

members of NCCC and CCTT. One academic institutions interviewee said, “because 

climate change is additional work for members of NCCC and CCTT, thus appropriate 

incentive should be provided to them.” Another government respondent also shared a 

similar thought, saying that, “we [the event organisers] invited members of CCTT for 

meetings, seminars and dialogues. We felt hesitant to invite them because we haven’t 

provided them any incentive (e.g. daily supplementary allowance).” Another DP 

respondent further argued that, due to the lack of incentives, government officials were 

even discouraged to learn new knowledge, such as climate change.  
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CCA Institutions and Governance 

Slightly more than half of the respondents identified governance and institutional issues 

as one of the key challenges in CCA work in Cambodia. About two-thirds of the 

respondents mentioned ‘poor cooperation and coordination among CCA stakeholders’, 

while the rest pointed to the lack of political will and lack of organisational mandates on 

climate change. One DP respondent commented that, “the Cambodian National 

Program of Action for Climate Change was completed in 2006; however, there has been 

lack of commitments and efforts for it.” The respondent further observed that although 

climate change has recently been articulated more in national strategic development 

plan (2009–2013), there is no clear direction of what will be implemented. 

 

The majority of respondents, especially those from government ministries, were not 

completely aware of existing climate change institutions. Only a few respondents from 

MAFF and MOWAM reported having been involved in or aware of their sectoral CCSP. 

One DP respondent argued that the development of MAFF’s sectoral CCSP was not 

done in a participatory manner. The respondent stated, “the questions are: what was the 

stakeholder’s engagement process in developing the MAFF climate change strategy? 

Did they engage relevant specialised departments in the process? I am afraid that it was 

made by a few people whilst many important stakeholders from relevant specialised 

departments were not even aware of it.” The respondents suggested introducing a more 

participatory process for CCA work. One of them said, “because climate change is 

cross-cutting in nature, it is always important to put issues on table for relevant 

stakeholders.” 

 

The development of sectoral CCSPs was coordinated by the CCD with financial support 

from the Cambodian Climate Change Trust Fund. In term of process, ‘contracts’ were 

made between the Cambodian Climate Change Alliance who executed the Climate 

Change Trust Fund and respective NCCC members on behalf of their ministries. As 

described by one government official: 

As per process, a contract was made to line ministries (nine of them 

including MAFF and MOWRAM) through NCCC representatives. The 

respective member of the CCTT of line ministries is a focal point in the 
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process – where communication between CCD and the ministry takes place. 

However, whatever arrangement and engagement were employed in the 

process was solely up to individual ministries.  

 

Another government official explained that by doing this, line ministries will have more 

ownership of the plans thus they are more likely to be implemented. The respondent 

further recalled a lesson from the development of NAPA, saying, “because it [NAPA] 

was developed by MOE, many stakeholders misunderstood that it belongs to MOE, 

resulting in a low rate of implementation.” 

 

Financial Issues 

About 50 per cent of respondents (with half of them from government ministries) 

identified the lack of financial support as a challenge in practicing climate-informed 

planning, explaining that additional budgets will be required for more climate-resilient 

development. One government official said, “we [government ministries] do not even 

have sufficient budget to implement the current plans, so it will be very challenging if 

we practice climate-informed planning.” Similarly, another DP respondent said, “it will 

be very difficult for infrastructure development since we usually design the 

infrastructure (e.g. irrigation systems) based on the available budget.” This implies that 

there was quality discounting for infrastructure development due to budget constraints, 

thus climate-proof infrastructure development is not possible if no additional budget is 

made available. 

 

In addition to the lack of money for implementing water resources and agriculture plans 

and policies, a small number of respondents raised concerns over the issue of 

uncertainty in seeking external funding supports (overseas development assistance). 

This concern is relevant given that almost 90 per cent of the budget for implementing 

development plans comes from external funding sources. One government official said, 

“we [Fisheries Administration] have developed household fish farms under support 

from funding agencies, especially the Danish International Development Agency. 

Recently, the funding Agency withdrew from Cambodia and we were not able to seek 

other funding to continue supporting the projects resulting in some of them becoming 
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less functional.” The lack of secured funding support harms the sustainability of 

projects. 

 

2.4.3 Addressing the Challenges 

 

In order to facilitate the adoption of climate-informed planning in the Cambodian water 

resources and agriculture sectors, research respondents recommended a number of 

measures in response to the identified challenges. The recommendations related to good 

governance and institutions for CCA, CCA expert technologies (capacity-building and 

information), climate change mainstreaming, and funding sources and mechanisms 

(Table 2.3).  

  

Table 2.3 Stakeholders’ recommendations for climate-informed planning in Cambodia’s 

water resources and agriculture sectors 

Suggestions Number of 

Respondents 

Percentage of 

Respondents (n=28) 

Relevant information 18 64 

Good governance and institutions 18 64 

CCA mainstreaming  16 57 

Funding sources and mechanisms 12 43 

Capacity building  12 43 

 

 

Relevant Information for Climate-Informed Planning 

In response to the lack of relevant information for climate-informed planning, the 

majority of the respondents proposed a number of measures including conducting 

studies and looking for information from relevant local organisations and studies 

(Figure 2.3). One respondent indicated there is a need to conduct climate change 

vulnerability assessment on a community scale, saying that “climate change adaptation 

policies development should take into account location-specific climate hazards, 

vulnerabilities and adaptation – these issues can be informed by local vulnerability 

assessments.”  



 

 

49 

 

 

Along this line, the respondents also reported some works underway regarding 

information-generation tools. The Cambodian Development Resources Institute was 

reported to be conducting a review on climate change vulnerability assessment methods 

as part of its CCA project. Another DP respondent reported a similar tool, the 

vulnerability reduction assessment (VRA) that was developed by the Small Grant 

Program of the UNDP. The VRA has been applied by a number of NGOs working for 

community-based adaptation program of the UNDP and in two adaptation projects – the 

Climate Resilient Water Management and Agricultural Practices in Rural Cambodia 

(NAPA-Follow Up or NAPA-FU) and Local Government and Climate Change (LGCC) 

– to facilitate climate-informed local development planning. The VRA is a tool that 

collects communities’ knowledge and perceptions about local climate change, especially 

climate extremes such as floods, droughts and windstorms (see Chapter 4 for more 

discussion). 

 

 
 

Figure 2.3 Sources of relevant information for climate-informed planning 

 

Good Governance and Institutions 

About two-thirds of the respondents identified ‘good CCA governance and institutions’ 
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the foci of the UNFCCC and climate change resources, and line ministries was called 

for, and so was collaboration between climate change foci within line ministries and 

their relevant departments. One government respondent mentioned, “more collaboration 

either between MOE [referring to CCD] and Fisheries Administration or between 

Fisheries Administration’s climate change foci and its relevant departments are needed.” 

The respondents indicated a lack of CCA-related information and funding shared with 

relevant departments within line ministries. Four DP respondents on the other hand 

called for stronger commitments from the government, one of them said, “I think we 

need a collaboration framework for CCA work… however, CCA work will be effective 

only if the government ministries commit to it.” Additionally, another respondent stated, 

“the first National Climate Change Forum with the presence of the Prime Minister 

attracted a lot of attention from line ministries, but there seemed to be no further 

actions.” 

 

The majority of the respondents (about 80 per cent) pointed to the need to improve the 

functions of existing institutions. One academic institutions respondent said, “the 

existing institutional architecture is good, the important thing is to make them 

functional.” In order to improve existing climate change institutions, research 

respondents recommended strengthening the roles and capacity of CCTT members, 

establishing a climate change focal point for line ministries, and engaging relevant local 

academic institutions.  

 

Recognising the important role of NCCC and CCTT committees, four respondents from 

academic institutions and government organisations thought that strengthening the 

capacity of the committees is of critical importance. One respondent stated, “the CCTT 

is an important body. If they are competent enough then the CCA institutions should 

work.” The respondents also suggested providing financial incentives to members of the 

NCCC and CCTT, explaining this is necessary because climate change related roles are 

additional responsibilities. The respondents pointed to the need to motivate the 

committees for productive CCA work in Cambodia. 
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Four respondents recommended strengthening or establishing climate change working 

groups for line ministries. One respondent stated, “there should be a climate change unit 

working closely with a minister; the unit should assist in compiling adaptation good 

practices and integrating them into sectoral policies, programs and projects.” The 

respondents implied that the existing climate change committees were less functional 

and/or there were inadequate personnel for the committees to work effectively. It was 

noticed that MAFF has its own climate change working group, especially assigned to 

develop the CCSP. 

 

Taking another approach, three non-academic institutions respondents suggested 

including local universities in the existing climate change institutions. One DP 

respondent argued that climate change institutions should include local academic 

institutions saying, “there should be participations from local academic institutions. In 

many countries, research institutes play an important role in providing relevant 

information for policies and strategies development.” In response to this suggestion, one 

government respondent explained that NCCC is a high-level decision-making body 

comprised of high-ranking officials from line ministries, which is hierarchically higher 

than the academic institutions’ organisations. The CCTT was restricted to organisations 

that participate in the NCCC only.  

 

Some 20 per cent of the respondents, mainly from DPs, suggested that climate change 

should be coordinated by an organisation that is higher than ministerial level; for 

example, one respondent suggested the Council of Ministers. Two DP respondents 

indicated that the roles of MOE in coordination of climate change works were not 

sufficient. One of them stated, “although CCD is strong it could not represent MOE – it 

is just like a tree, it cannot represent a forest where it is in.” Another DP respondent 

agreed with this, explaining that CCD is at the departmental level, thus it may not have 

sufficient power to facilitate climate change institutions that require cooperation from 

line ministries. The respondent further observed that the Environment Minister has a 

weak power relationship with the Cambodian Prime Minister, resulting in ineffective 

decision-making for CCA. The comments may be less relevant currently, however, 



 

 

52 

 

given that MOE has received a new minister during this government mandate (2014-

2018). 

 

Mainstreaming Climate Change  

Slightly more than half of the respondents suggested mainstreaming climate change into 

development policies as a means to facilitate climate-informed planning. One DP 

individual interviewed stated, “we need to mainstream climate change into every sectors 

and at all levels.” Another government respondent also commented that “the current 

sectoral development plans lack climate change considerations.” Additionally, another 

DP respondent argued that many CCA projects in Cambodia were implemented as 

stand-alone projects that may not be effective in addressing climate change 

vulnerabilities. The respondent highlighted that they should complement development 

plans rather than working on their own. 

 

Six respondents noted the ongoing progress in climate change mainstreaming in 

Cambodia. Some of them have noted that the phrase ‘climate change’ has appeared 

more in recent national and sectoral development plans (2009–2013). One DP 

respondent stated, “within sectoral policies, we see the phrase ‘climate change’ 

appearing more and this may be a good start.” Many of the respondents were aware of 

the ongoing development of national and sectoral CCSPs and hoped that the strategies 

will assist line ministries in practicing climate-informed planning. One of the main 

purposes of a CCSP is to facilitate mainstreaming climate change into development 

plans. One government respondent confirmed this, saying, “it is intended that the 

climate change strategies will be integrated into the sectoral and national development 

plans for 2014–2018.” 

 

Sectoral development plans were suggested by the respondent as an appropriate 

entrance for mainstreaming climate change. One DP respondent argued, 

“mainstreaming climate change into sectoral development plans will be more effective 

than mainstreaming it into the national development plan.” For the fisheries, one 

government respondent indicated that it is possible to include adaptation measures into 

the 10-year fisheries strategic framework. The respondent explained that the strategic 
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framework was designed to have three phases consecutively (2013, 2016 and 2019), 

thus providing the opportunity to revise according to new emerging opportunities or 

challenges. One academic institutions respondent, however, argued that the current 

development plans, which generally run for a period of five years, may be too short for 

considering climate change impacts.  

 

A small number of respondents advocated the representation and deliberation of CCA 

knowledge in the process of mainstreaming. The respondents emphasised the need for 

participation from a wide range of stakeholders in mainstreaming climate change. One 

DP respondent stated, “mainstreaming cannot be done by simply creating a department 

or unit of climate change at ministries.” The respondent thought that it is important that 

specialised departments and offices (e.g. the Department of Rice, Department of Animal 

Husbandry, and so on) understand climate change impacts on their subsectors, 

appropriate responses, and the costs of those adaptation technologies. The 

mainstreaming issues are discussed in more details in Chapter 3 and 4.  

 

One DP respondent pointed to the NAPA-FU project as a good model of mainstreaming 

climate change wherein a wide range of stakeholders (MAFF, MOWRAM and 

Women’s Affairs), across multiple scales (national, provincial, district and commune) 

were engaged in promoting climate-resilient development projects. The respondent also 

reported that the project used VRA as a local planning tool and encouraged relevant 

stakeholders to use it more widely. The respondent explained that VRA creates 

opportunities for relevant stakeholders to work together, thus supporting collective 

actions, saying that, “through VRA we can get participation of local authorities and 

farmers of both genders for their local planning.” This model is discussed in more detail 

in Chapter 4.  

 

Capacity-Building and Awareness-Raising 

Some 40 per cent of the respondents thought that more specific CCA capacity-building 

and awareness-raising are required in order to practice climate-informed planning. One 

government respondent commented that, “the information we received is very general 

and is for basic awareness; it is not so useful for our job.” While the respondents 
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highlighted the importance of capacity-building and awareness-raising, they did not 

point to any specific areas that were considered necessary for their profession. This may 

reinforce the earlier finding about their limited understanding of CCA. Two respondents 

suggested providing training relating to good governance and leadership to government 

officials, explaining that such knowledge may facilitate more cooperation and 

coordination in CCA work in Cambodia. 

 

Half of the respondents gave a high priority to building the capacity of members of 

CCTT. One respondent stated, “the CCTT is an important body. If they are competent 

enough then the CCA institutions should work.” A government official interviewed 

reported that the members of CCTT have been given many opportunities for CCA-

related capacity-building. Still, the respondent agreed that further capacity-

strengthening efforts remained needed for members of CCTT and NCCC. 

 

A small number of respondents, however, argued that CCA-related training was very 

restricted and was mainly for members of CCTT only, as was CCA-related information-

sharing. In response to this, an individual government official interview stated that CCD 

was able to provide some specific CCA-related training to relevant stakeholders, saying, 

“the members of NCCC or CCTT can always request CCD for any specific training that 

they consider important for their organisations.” This suggests the importance of the 

members of NCCC and CCTT taking a more proactive role in strengthening the CCA-

related capacity of their organisations.  

 

Funding Sources and Mechanisms 

In response to the lack of funding for climate-informed planning, respondents pointed to 

different funding sources, which include government budgets, international adaptation 

resources and the mobilisation of local resources. About half of the respondents (mostly 

from government organisations) pointed to the adaptation resources as a source for 

funding climate-informed planning in Cambodia. An individual government official 

interviewed stated, “there is a need for external funding support for climate change-

related works.” One-third of the respondents, also mostly from government ministries, 



 

 

55 

 

however, argued that the government should allocate a budget for CCA. Two 

respondents thought about mobilising local resources for it. 

 

In regards to the adaptation resources, the respondents suggested the need to fairly 

allocating adaptation resources across all sectors. One DP respondent commented, 

“climate change resources are concentrated at the MOE; MAFF is not well aware of 

such opportunities, and even less so for MOWRAM.” Casual conversations with 

respondents indicated that that the majority of government respondents were not aware 

of the available CCA resources, including the Climate Change Trust Fund that had 

called for CCA-related applications twice during its pilot phases (2009–2013).  

 

Research respondents stressed that it is important to ensure that the adaptation resources 

are used efficiently. As one of them noted, “it is critical to make sure that adaptation 

fund is used to promote adaptation activities.” In term of funding mechanisms, one 

government respondent recommended that adaptation funds should be used to support 

specialised departments to implement their respective sectoral CCSP. Another 

government respondent suggested that the shares of adaptation resources should be 

channelled through TWGs of relevant sectors. A TWG is a government–donor 

coordination body that facilitates the implementation of national strategic development 

plans and aid effectiveness in Cambodia. TWGs are chaired by a key government 

organisation and facilitated by one of key funding agencies for that respective sector. 

For instance, the TWG for fisheries is chaired by the Fisheries Administration and 

facilitated by the European Union.  

 

2.5 Discussion  

 

The majority of respondents recognised the impacts and vulnerabilities of climate 

change (i.e. on fisheries and infrastructure) and thought that it was very important for 

Cambodia’s water resources and agriculture sectors to practice climate-informed 

planning. The respondents anticipated a number of challenges for practicing climate-

informed planning, including a lack of relevant information, lack of expertise and 

understanding, weak CCA governance and institutions and a lack of financial resources. 
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These issues are interconnected (Smit & Wandel, 2006) and need to be addressed 

collectively. The respondents also suggested a number of proposals in response to these 

challenges that should be considered for CCA development in Cambodia. This 

discussion is divided into two sections: issues relating to institutions and governance 

and the issue of information and capacity building.  

 

2.5.1 Institutions and Governance Issues  

 

The study found that the NCCC and CCTT have important roles in facilitating CCA 

work and capacity-strengthening in Cambodia. For example, only the climate change 

committees can request specific CCA-related training from CCD for their organisations. 

Additionally, according to the process of developing CCSP, members of NCCC and 

CCTT have important roles and responsibilities in facilitating the development of 

sectoral CCSPs. These roles are in accordance with their mandates, as NCCC is 

responsible for facilitating cooperation among line ministries for climate change 

commitments (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2006c). The Cambodian Prime 

Minister recently authorised an additional role for the NCCC in facilitating the 

implementation of the CCSP (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2013b). Therefore, it is 

likely that productive CCA work and capacity-strengthening in Cambodia relies on the 

effectiveness of the committees.  

 

There were suggestions that the climate change committees were not very functional. 

This was clear when the interviews revealed that many of the government respondents 

were not aware of or engaged in existing CCA institutions, the development of their 

sectoral CCSP or aware of available adaptation resources. For instance, although the 

Cambodian Climate Change Trust Fund financed about 20 adaptation projects during its 

pilot phase, only a few respondents from MAFF and MOWRAM knew about that 

funding opportunity. Additionally, the majority of the respondents indicated a lack of 

collaboration among CCA stakeholders. 

 

In response to the abovementioned issues, respondents had two suggestions: more 

coordination between MOE (especially CCD) and line ministries; and more 
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collaboration within the ministries, particularly between respective members of climate 

change committees and specialised and planning departments. The second suggestion is 

a key issue because within line ministries only the members of the climate change 

committees are entitled to access CCA resources including information, funding and 

capacity-building opportunities. Therefore, it is important that the committees maintain 

fairness when distributing CCA decision-making powers and resources to relevant 

departments within their organisation. The equity issue is a central concern in CCA 

governance (Adger et al., 2005; Nelson et al., 2007).  

 

Appropriate collaboration mechanisms for individual line ministries to ensure good 

sharing of information and adaptation resources should be established. The research 

respondents suggested that the adaptation funds should be used to support specialised 

departments to implement their respective sectoral CCSP. Within the fisheries subsector, 

its TWG is possibly the most suitable coordination platform for CCA work. 

Observations and interviews suggested there was a strong appreciation of TWG’s 

contributions within the fishery subsector; however, no such feeling was indicated for 

other water resources and agriculture-related TWGs. Some TWGs functioned well 

while others did not (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2006a). Therefore, entry points 

for adaptation resources to line ministries should be further investigated. 

 

Research respondents also suggested that existing climate change institutions should be 

improved, recommending that relevant local academic institutions be engaged and 

climate change working groups be established for line ministries. This suggestion is 

relevant and important because the current climate change institutions lack flexibility 

and restrict participation from local academic institutions, civil society and the private 

sector. For example, NCCC are restricted to line ministries only, as are members of 

CCTT. If Cambodia intends to develop evidence-based planning and policy 

development, it is necessary to engage local academic institutions in the policy 

development process (Füssel, 2007; Lemos & Morehouse, 2005; Veraart & Bakker, 

2009).  
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In order to facilitate climate-informed planning, the respondents also suggested 

mainstreaming climate change into sectoral development policies. The suggestion is in 

line with adaptation literature (Dubois et al., 2011; Smit & Wandel, 2006). The 

mainstreaming of climate change into national development plans was limited in the 

previous government legislature (2009–2013). The slow progress in mainstreaming 

climate change into development plans in Cambodia may because of limited 

stakeholders’ understanding; adaptation resources that are fully dependent on 

international adaptation funds, thus uncertain and restricted; and the complexity of the 

Cambodian planning system. Stronger commitments, however, have been seen for the 

current government legislature (2014–2018) via the development of the CCSP (Royal 

Government of Cambodia, 2013a) and the establishment of ‘green development’ policy 

(Royal Government of Cambodia, 2013d). The issues of mainstreaming climate change 

are discussed more in Chapter 3 and 4.  

 

2.5.2 CCA Related Information and Capacity Building 

 

The issue of the lack of climate-related information for climate-informed planning in 

Cambodia is not a surprising finding: it is consistent with previous studies (Dany et al., 

2014; Mekong River Comission, 2009). Vulnerability assessment is a tool for 

generating information for adaptation planning (Füssel, 2007; Fussel & Klein, 2006; 

Smit & Wandel, 2006), and Füssel (2007) argues that the vulnerability assessment is a 

key for adaptation planning. Given the diversity of adaptation contexts, the assessment 

should be flexible using multiple methodological approaches in order to produce 

knowledge for any specific decision (Füssel, 2007; Lemos & Morehouse, 2005). Given 

that various climate change initiatives have been ongoing in Cambodia, the slow 

progress in this information generation cannot meet its demands. However, at the time 

of writing this thesis, Cambodia had recently introduced a few initiatives (e.g. the 

Cambodian Development Resources Institute undertook a review of the vulnerability 

assessment methods as part of their climate change project) to improve the 

understanding of the vulnerability assessment, which may facilitate the generation of 

more and accurate relevant climate information in the future. Obeng and Agyenim 



 

 

59 

 

(2013) further called for CCA-related information and knowledge-sharing among 

developing countries. 

 

The ‘lack of expertise and understanding on CCA’ for climate-informed planning in 

Cambodia is an important finding, especially for institutional capacity-strengthening. 

According to the respondents, stakeholders lacked understanding of CCA in general and 

concerning mainstreaming climate change and adaptation into sectoral development 

plans and projects specifically. This finding is supported by the fact that stakeholders 

did not know details about the knowledge and training that is most relevant and useful 

for their sectoral planning. To be effective, specific capacity needs assessment should be 

undertaken to inform target capacity development. Additionally, as CCA mainstreaming 

efforts are ongoing in Cambodia, the organisations (such as CCD) and funding agencies 

(e.g. the WB and the ADB) that facilitate the mainstreaming process should pay 

attention to this capacity gap. As indicated by Willems and Baumert (2003), if the gap 

between existing capacity and the capacity required for any policy is too big, the 

implementation of that policy is not possible.  

 

It is, however, interesting to discover that most of government respondents of this study 

who were department-level planners (director or deputy director of specialised and 

planning departments) did not suggest any CCA-capacity training for themselves or 

their relevant officials. Given their important roles in sectoral and national development 

planning, they should be equipped with the relevant CCA knowledge. Furthermore, 

almost two-thirds of the respondents indicated the ‘lack of CCA expertise and 

understanding’ as one of the key challenges for practicing climate-informed planning in 

Cambodia, but fewer than half of them indicated the need for CCA capacity-building 

and particularly for members of the CCTT. This finding has two implications, which are 

discussed below.   

 

Firstly, it suggests that stakeholders, especially government officials, lack motivation 

for CCA work and even learning new knowledge such as CCA. This is an important 

issue that needs to be addressed because effective policy implementation depends on the 

good performance of individuals (Willems, 2004). Some respondents argued that this 
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lack of motivation was due to low government salaries and poor incentive for officials 

to work on CCA. They therefore suggested that financial incentives should be provided 

to the members of climate change committees, because these climate change related 

roles are additional responsibilities. These suggestions should be considered, given the 

importance of these roles in CCA work in Cambodia. This argument is supported by a 

number of studies (cf. Jutting, 2003; Pretty & Ward, 2001) that also argue that 

incentives can influence the behaviour of actors.  

 

Secondly, it suggests stakeholders may misunderstand the role of climate change 

committees as central for CCA knowledge without carefully thinking about how the 

committees would assist them or in what ways they can make use of the CCA 

knowledge and expertise for their planning. Moreover, it also implies that the 

stakeholders lack understanding about adaptation that requires climate-relevant capacity 

(e.g. knowledge about agriculture technologies that suit local climate conditions) in 

order to implement it (Willems & Baumert, 2003). The analysis is supported by a few 

respondents who mentioned that their organisations did not have mandates relating to 

climate change. In response to this issue, a small number of respondents suggested there 

should be more engagement of relevant officials in CCA-related works, emphasising 

that only a restricted number of stakeholders were engaged in the process of developing 

the CCSP.  

 

2.6 Conclusion 

 

Given the importance of planning for climate change and the availability of 

international support to assist Cambodia with this process, Cambodia has started to 

develop climate-informed planning, especially through mainstreaming climate change 

into development policies and the implementation of adaptation programs and projects. 

The research respondents identified a number of challenges in this process, most of 

which are related to the issues of governance, institutional arrangement and institutional 

capacity that require improvement in order to effectively facilitate climate change 

mainstreaming efforts. As indicated by a number of studies (cf. Adger et al., 2005; 

Lebel, 2014; Nelson et al., 2007), institutions and governance have important roles in 
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planning for climate change. To meet the challenges identified in this chapter, the 

respondents proposed some solutions, which are worth considering.  

 

The respondents suggested that improving the functions of climate change committees 

is critical for climate change work in Cambodia, while engaging local academic 

institutions is essential to facilitate the production and application of climate related 

scientific information. Furthermore, to enable the practice of climate-informed planning, 

Cambodia requires intensive capacity development, both in climate-specific and 

climate-relevant capacities (Willems, 2004). In order to strengthen local capacity, 

including scientific capacity, technical support from international partners is essential. 

As Pretty (2003) indicates, effective international institutions are important as a 

complement to the local ones in addressing global environmental problems such as 

climate change. To effectively build local capacity, it is important to acknowledge the 

gaps between local and international experts, i.e. in levels and areas of expertise. 

However, without appropriate incentive systems established, both capacity-building and 

climate change adaptation commitments in Cambodia are less likely to be effective.  

 

Although there are a number of challenges that need to be addressed, there have been 

some positive changes, especially the sharing of adaptation resources among relevant 

government ministries. For instance, the development of the National Adaptation 

Program for Climate Change in 2006 was entirely managed by the MOE, while the 

recent development of Climate Change Strategic Plans were organised through 

‘contracts’, wherein line ministries were funded to develop their own climate change 

strategy. Similarly, during its pilot phase the Climate Change Trust Fund that was 

executed by the Department of Climate Change supported about 20 adaptation projects 

from government ministries, civil society organisations and local academic institutions. 

The sharing of adaptation resources fosters cooperation among stakeholders and 

promoting participation from civil society and the private sector is suggested in order to 

open a new gate for adaptation resources, especially funding.  

 

In summary, this chapter examines the key challenges and opportunities for Cambodia 

to practice climate-informed development planning with a prime focus on improving 
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existing climate change institutions and governance processes – one of the key 

components of the study’s framework. The chapter also identifies the lack of a role for 

local academic institutions in existing climate change institutional arrangements, thus 

restricting the meaningful integration of climate change concerns into development 

policies. The chapter also discusses some of the enabling factors, including capacity-

building, funding mechanisms and policy frameworks – another key component of the 

study’s framework.  

 

The following chapter aims to find points of leverage in the Cambodian planning 

system and where the inclusion of climate change concerns into development policies 

could be made; that is, to identify potential pathways for strengthening climate-

informed development planning in Cambodia. 
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3. Pathways for Climate-Informed Planning in the Cambodian Water 

Resources and Agriculture Sectors 

 

3.1 Introduction 

 

There is wide recognition that climate change adaptation should be integrated with 

national development to enable coherence and synergy with the sustainable 

development of a country (Adger et al., 2007; Butler et al., 2014; Huq & Ayers, 2008). 

This is because CCA is connected to local cultural, environmental, political, economic 

and development contexts (Butler et al., 2014; UNFCCC, 2006). Furthermore, CCA is a 

continuous process (Adger et al., 2007; Adger et al., 2005; Nelson et al., 2007), thus it 

makes sense to integrate it into development planning to avoid duplication, 

fragmentation and conflicts (Ayers, Huq, Faisal, et al., 2014; Lebel et al., 2012). Also, 

evidence suggests that adaptation projects mainly focus on immediate benefits and are 

therefore ineffective at addressing the underlying causes of persistent vulnerability 

(Nelson et al., 2007; Ribot, 2014). This is because adaptation projects tend to focus on 

meeting objectives or producing outcomes, rather than sustaining a process that builds 

the adaptive capacity of a vulnerable system; (Adger et al., 2005). Barnett and O’Neill 

(2010) argue that failing to incorporate adaptation into development can result in 

maladaptation, while Dubois et al. (2011) view adaptation as part of a comprehensive 

planning process. 

 

The harmonisation between adaptation projects and development is referred to as 

‘climate proofing’ by some experts (cf. Asian Development Bank, 2005; Veraart & 

Bakker, 2009) and ‘mainstreaming climate change’ by others (cf. Ayers, Huq, Faisal, et 

al., 2014; Huq et al., 2004; Smit & Wandel, 2006). Climate-proofing policies are 

formulated using climate change impact or technology-based approaches, wherein 

projected future climatic impacts are used directly to guide development decision-

making, such as planning the heights of road or dyke infrastructure, or deciding whether 

to use flood-tolerant crop varieties for projected flood-prone areas (Ayers, Huq, Faisal, 

et al., 2014). With climate proofing, it has been advocated that ideally decisions should 

be based on the ‘Precautionary Principle’ (Veraart & Bakker, 2009). Some contributions 
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to the literature (e.g. Butler et al., 2014; UNFCCC, 2006), however, suggest that 

planning for adaptation should take into consideration non-climatic factors reflecting the 

social vulnerability of a system (Brooks, 2003), while others (e.g. Käkönen et al., 2014; 

UNFCCC, 2006) also point to need to consider local technological feasibility.  

 

Mainstreaming climate change, however, is more holistic than climate proofing, as it is 

based on the principle of reducing vulnerability (Ayers, Huq, Faisal, et al., 2014) and 

thus does not focus only on impacts of climate change (Brooks, 2003; Füssel, 2005). 

Mainstreaming climate change aims to integrate climate change concerns into the 

policies and strategies that address existing problems, so they are tackled synergistically. 

For instance, a case study of the Nusa Tenggara Barat Province in eastern Indonesia 

indicated that climate change was just one of 20 causes of community vulnerability 

(Butler et al., 2014). Therefore, adaptation is more effective when it simultaneously 

deals with other vulnerability-contributing factors and, in most cases, adaptation 

projects rarely address climate-induced vulnerability alone (Adger et al., 2007; Butler et 

al., 2014; Smit & Wandel, 2006). Lebel et al. (2012), however, argue that climate risks 

that are independent of other factors should be addressed as separate adaptation projects. 

 

Ayers et al. (2014, p. 41) propose that “mainstreaming climate change should result in 

the informed inclusions of relevant climate vulnerability concerns into decisions and 

institutions that drive national, sectoral and local development policy, rules, plans, 

investment and actions.” Similarly, Füssel (2007) argues that adaptation requires 

attention and action from development stakeholders, who have not taken climate change 

vulnerability into account in their past decisions. Many contributors to the literature 

state that planning for climate change requires participatory approaches (cf. Butler et al., 

2014; Daniell et al., 2011; Wise et al., 2014) to support social learning and lead to the 

co-production of knowledge (Armitage et al., 2011; Preston et al., 2013). In practice, 

mainstreaming climate change faces many challenges, which include a lack of 

mechanisms for policy coordination, a lack of qualified staff, adaptation initiatives 

existing as ad hoc interventions, uncertainties relating to funding availability and timing, 

and a lack of local climate impacts information for decision-making (Ayers, Huq, 

Wright, et al., 2014).  
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Huq and Ayers (2008) developed a linear four-step process for mainstreaming climate 

change. The first step involves raising awareness of climate change with stakeholders 

from government and NGOs, including the private sector, and building scientific 

capacity. This aims to highlight the relevance of climate change to national and local 

development pathways and processes, addressing the root causes of vulnerability by 

learning from past experience. Willems and Baumert (2003) identify two types of 

capacities that are required for addressing climate change issues: climate-specific 

capacity and climate-relevant capacity. Climate specific capacity is capacity that is 

specifically devoted to climate change issues, while climate-relevant capacity supports 

the vast number of actions that may help to adapt to or mitigate climate change 

(Willems & Baumert, 2003) such as those for agriculture and water resources 

management. The second step is to target scientific information to meet the needs of 

different stakeholders.  

 

Relevant climate-related information for decision-makers includes historical and recent 

climate impacts, vulnerable systems and their geographic distributions (Carter et al., 

2007; Dubois et al., 2011); future potential impacts under projected climate change 

(Butler et al., 2013; Lobell et al., 2008); and potential alarming impacts (Carter et al., 

2007). Researchers (e.g. Adger et al., 2007; Lobell et al., 2008; Smit & Wandel, 2006) 

have indicated the importance of cost–benefit analysis of adaptation options. An 

analysis of opportunities related to climate change is also necessary (Carter et al., 2007). 

The third step is to pilot activities on adaptation and mitigation, again involving 

stakeholders from government and NGOs, including the private sector. The final step is 

a full integration of climate concerns into development planning, meaning shifting from 

‘business as usual planning’ to ‘planning that takes in climate change concerns’ (Huq & 

Ayers, 2008).  

 

Within the framework, it is expected that stakeholders will build their capacity through 

learning by doing, and that will facilitate them to move forward (Ayers, Huq, Wright, et 

al., 2014; Huq & Ayers, 2008). However, this will not easily happen without engaging 

multi- and interdisciplinary actors (Füssel, 2007; Lemos & Morehouse, 2005; Veraart & 
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Bakker, 2009), as well as good governance and institutional process (Lebel, 2014). 

Practical solutions need to be demonstrated to enhance the probability of taking climate-

related research results into policy development (Ayers, Huq, Faisal, et al., 2014; Jones 

et al., 2009). Approaches that facilitate the use of research results and social learning 

include the co-production of knowledge (Lemos & Morehouse, 2005; Preston et al., 

2013), the use of knowledge intermediaries (Dobbins et al., 2009; Meyer, 2010), and 

science–stakeholder (Fussel & Klein, 2006; Welp, Vega-Leinert, Stoll-Kleemann, & 

Jaeger, 2006).  

 

An investigation of mainstreaming climate change in Bangladesh shows that it is far 

more complicated than the a four-step framework developed by Hug and Ayers in 2008 

and is not a linear process (Ayers, Huq, Wright, et al., 2014). Mainstreaming climate 

change combines a diversity of activities and processes in parallel, and requires 

involvement from governmental and non-governmental stakeholders as well as 

scientific communities (Ayers, Huq, Faisal, et al., 2014; Veraart & Bakker, 2009). 

Mainstreaming climate change also depends on strong political commitment and is 

impacted by turbulence in political systems, for instance, frequent changes in the ruling 

political party (Ayers, Huq, Wright, et al., 2014). The case study in Bangladesh also 

suggest that mainstreaming climate change should focus on national and subnational 

level institutions and processes, because mainstreaming climate change will be effective 

only if demand comes from domestic policy stakeholders (Ayers, Huq, Wright, et al., 

2014). The focus of this study is at the national planning and institutional levels.  

 

Empirical research on how the harmonisation between adaptation and development can 

be realised in developing countries remains limited (Butler et al., 2014; Huq & Ayers, 

2008). Ayers et al. (2014) argue that mainstreaming climate change can be interpreted 

differently and there is no single best way of doing it in practice. Ayers et al. (2014) 

further indicate there is a need for more research on ‘conditions in different contexts’, 

particularly what factors facilitate effective mainstreaming. Furthermore, Lebel et al. 

(2012) emphasise that mainstreaming adaptation is influenced by institutional contexts, 

and that more critical analysis of current planning practices is needed in order to 

identify appropriate entry points. 
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Building on the climate change mainstreaming research arguments and experiences 

recounted above, this chapter aims to contribute new empirical evidence from 

experiences with mainstreaming climate change in Cambodia. Ultimately, the aim of the 

chapter is to find points of leverage in the Cambodian planning system where the 

inclusion of climate change concerns into development policies could be made; that is, 

to identify potential pathways for strengthening climate-informed development planning 

in Cambodia. The water resources and agriculture sectors were selected as cases for the 

study. To this end, this chapter first reviews the major climate change strategies 

undertaken to date in Cambodia, and then evaluates the attention to integration and 

mainstreaming in associated key policy documents. The chapter then proceeds to 

explore in more detail actual experiences in development planning through an analysis 

of the reflections of key actors involved in planning in Cambodia and other individuals 

who have an understanding of the country’s planning system. 

 

3.2 Data Collection and Analysis 

 

The data collection process involved conducting interviews with relevant participants 

(see Section 1.6) The interview questions relevant for this study component include 

questions number 16 to 22 in the Appendix B. After the interviews were completed, the 

interview notes and key observations were reviewed and summarised using the 

interview guide and translated into English. Aspects of the digitally recorded interviews 

were transcribed where notes taken were not complete. The interview summaries were 

sent by email to the respondents for feedback and confirmation of their accuracy. 

Generally, the respondents agreed with the summaries, and answered additional 

questions if requested. Amendments were made where necessary. Once the interview 

documentation was finalised, the English versions of the summaries were analysed 

using NVivo software (version 10).  

 

In addition to the interview data collected, a review of policy documents that had 

relevance to the issues mainstreaming climate change in Cambodia was conducted. 

These documents were the sectoral CCSPs for MAFF and MOWRAM and the National 

Development Strategic Plans (NSDP) covering two periods of government, 2009–2013 

and 2014–2018. The review of CCSPs was done manually, because the MAFF’s CCSP 
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was in the local Khmer language, while MOWRAM’s CCSP was in English. The 

review of the two versions of NSDP was done with the facilitation of the NVivo 

software program, essentially through content analysis (text search queries) using the 

keywords ‘climate change’ and ‘climate change adaptation’.  

 

One of the limitations of this study component was that the development of the NSDP 

2014 to 2018 and the CCSPs were in the initial draft stages at the time of the research. 

Accordingly, the national planning process was mainly examined in relation to the 

implementation and outcomes of the NSDP 2009 to 2013.  

 

3.3 Climate Change Strategies and Mainstreaming  

 

Cambodia, as one of the most climate vulnerable and least developed countries in 

South-East Asia, has received climate change funding to assist the country with climate 

change resilient development. As a result, some initiatives have been completed and 

some are underway. Over the past decade, Cambodia had made a strong effort 

concerning developing policy frameworks, institutional capacity-building and 

awareness-raising. For instance, the first climate change project in Cambodia, The 

Cambodian Climate Change Enabling Activities Project, was launched in 1999 and 

aimed to produce the First National Communication to the UNFCCC while building 

local climate change related capacity (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2002). 

Following this, Cambodia’s NAPA was completed in 2006 (Royal Government of 

Cambodia, 2006b). These have prepared Cambodia for mainstreaming climate change.  

 

Cambodia’s strategies on climate change for the decade 2009–2018 (covering the two 

periods of government: 2009–2013 and 2014–2018) are broader than those of the 

decade it follows. For both periods, the strategies include strengthening climate change 

related capacity, developing climate change policy frameworks, promoting the 

implementation of adaptation strategies, raising public awareness about climate change, 

and mobilising resources for implementing climate change related policies (Royal 

Government of Cambodia, 2010c, 2014b). The strategies also commit to greenhouse gas 

emissions reduction (mitigation); however, this issue is beyond the scope of this chapter. 
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The strategies are designed to facilitate mainstreaming climate change in Cambodia, in 

a process that is broadly similar to the practices observed for Bangladesh mentioned 

previously (Ayers, Huq, Wright, et al., 2014). Details of the strategies are presented in 

Table 3.1 and they were prepared as responsibilities of the MOE, the Designated 

National Authority or focal ministry in Cambodia for the UNFCCC. 

  

Table 3.1 Climate change strategies incorporated into the 2009–2013 and 2014–2018 

Cambodian NSDPs 

Commitments for 2009–2013 Commitments for 2014–2018 

Institutional capacity-strengthening 

Strengthen the capacity of the 

CCD to enable the department to 

meet its mandates as a secretariat 

of the National Committee on 

climate change and the national 

focal point of the UNFCCC. 

 

 

Strengthen the capacity of relevant government 

agencies/organisations to enable them to mainstream 

climate change into their development policies. 

Continue to strengthen the capacity of the CCD to better 

coordinate interministerial activities effectively, as well as 

in managing national climate change funds. 

Promote climate change related studies, including climate 

change modelling. 

Develop a knowledge management system for collating 

and sharing climate change information with relevant 

stakeholders. 
 

Development of policy framework 

Develop strategic and action 

planning on climate change. 

Encourage and facilitate 

mainstreaming climate change into 

development policies. 

Facilitate mainstreaming of climate change across 

development sectors. 

Facilitate the development of a medium to long-term 

adaptation strategy. 

Updating climate change institutional arrangements. 
 

Promote the implementation of adaptation strategies 

Update and facilitate further 

implementation of the NAPA.  

 

Implement the CCSP and the National Policy on Green 

Development. 

Implement national monitoring and evaluation systems for 

climate change projects. 
 

Climate change awareness-raising 

Raise public awareness about 

climate change. 

Continue to raise public awareness about climate change 

at national and local levels. 
 

Resources for climate change commitments 

Mobilise resources and assistance 

to deal with climate change 

problems. 

Develop national climate change 

fund. 
 

Continue to mobilise resources, including technical 

assistance for implementing CCSP, and promoting 

climate change related research. 

Develop climate change funding mechanisms. 

 

Sources: (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2010c, 2014b) 
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3.3.1 Tools and Processes Used in Mainstreaming Climate Change 

 

Cambodia developed its National CCSP (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2013a) in 

order to facilitate the mainstreaming of climate change in national development 

planning. With financial support from the Cambodian Climate Change Trust Fund, nine 

line ministries, including MAFF and MOWRAM, recently completed their ministry’s 

CCSPs. The CCSPs from the participating line ministries were the foundation of the 

National CCSP. The effort was coordinated by Cambodia’s Climate Change Alliance, 

which sits within the MOE. The CCSP also aims to inform overseas development 

assistance in Cambodia for climate-resilient development (Am et al., 2013; Royal 

Government of Cambodia, 2013a).  

 

The MAFFF’s CCSP analysis of the current climate vulnerabilities of Cambodia’s 

agriculture, especially for rice, concludes that increasing temperatures adversely affects 

agricultural productivity and quality (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2013c). The 

strategy acknowledges that rice growing is highly sensitive to climate change, because 

most paddy fields are rain-fed and production is at a household scale. A brief analysis of 

the climate change vulnerability of other MAFF subsectors, such as animal husbandry 

and fisheries, is also included in the strategy. With projected increases in mean regional 

and national rainfall in the rainy season, the strategy acknowledges that Cambodia will 

suffer more severe floods in the future. The analysis is relevant for agriculture policy 

stakeholders (i.e. policymakers, planners and practitioners), and provides them with the 

basis for contextualising the challenges posed by climate change. However, in order to 

effectively mainstream climate change, more specific analysis should be undertaken. As 

Dobois et al. (2011) indicate, in order to incorporate climate change vulnerabilities into 

a planning process, an understanding of the factors and interactions of the factors that 

contribute to the vulnerabilities, as well as the vulnerable systems, is required. 

  

The proposed adaptations of the MAFF’s CCSP for the period 2013–2019 are generally 

supportive of the continuation of existing MAFF development strategies, for instance, 

increasing the productivity and diversity of agriculture varieties and promoting 

integrated pest management programs. For fisheries development, there are programs 
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promoting aquaculture and improving natural fish stocks, including those at rice fields 

and post-harvest (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2010e, 2014b). These programs will 

assist in contributing to the social and ecological adaptive capacity of Cambodia to 

climate change, provided they are successfully implemented and sustained. In this 

situation, the proposed adaptations are to fill development deficits, given the fact that 

most of the proposed development plans for agriculture had low rates of implementation, 

due to resource constraints. Location and subsystem (e.g. inland fisheries) specific 

climate change impacts and vulnerability studies are essential to inform the 

development of these programs toward more climate resilience.  

 

MAFF’s CCSP acknowledges there is a weak institutional capacity in general, 

suggesting capacity should be strengthened in the areas of agriculture technologies and 

knowledge relating to CCA for agriculture. Researching new agriculture varieties, 

especially rice varieties that are more climate tolerant, is a key focus of the strategy 

(Royal Government of Cambodia, 2013c). The research proposals, especially for 

climate-tolerant rice varieties, are rational (from the perspective of constraint resources 

available), because while rice is a primary component of the local diet and a planned 

export produce (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2011b), it has been vulnerable to 

climate change and climate extremes (Lobell et al., 2008; Royal Government of 

Cambodia, 2001). These proposals should build on existing research projects. 

 

To date, the Cambodian Agriculture Research and Development Institute has 

implemented several research projects in partnership with research organisations such as 

the International Rice Research Institute and the Australian Centre for International 

Agricultural Research. The International Rice Research Institute has developed rice 

varieties that tolerate different climate stresses including flood, drought, saltwater 

intrusion and heat (International Rice Research Institute, n.d). However, the varieties 

need to be tested and piloted to ensure that they suit Cambodia’s climate conditions 

before their inclusion in agriculture development plans. Other areas for research 

suggested by Howden et al. (2007) include climate drivers and processes that impact on 

agriculture, climate risk management, and effective adaptation options including cost–

benefit analysis that considers both market and nonmarket values. On the social side, 
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research is needed on how to improve social acceptance of the newly introduced 

agriculture adaptation measures (Howden et al., 2007). The UNFCCC (2006) agrees, 

suggesting that the introduced adaptation measures should be culturally acceptable, 

socially affordable and environmentally sustainable.  

 

MOWRAM’s CCSP defines the impacts of climate change as extreme events, like 

floods, droughts and windstorms, which may damage water resources management 

infrastructure. Despite general statements acknowledging that climate change impacts 

on water resources and socio-ecological systems, the strategy does not include any 

specific analysis based on scientific evidence, for instance, the extent that climate 

change has and will impact on any water resource systems or river basins (e.g. the Tonle 

Sap River Basin) for a given period of time (i.e. the next 10 or 20 years). Such analysis 

is needed in order to inform the design of water resources management programs, 

especially water-related infrastructure, to better respond to climate change impacts. Also, 

given that the Pilot Program on Climate Resilience has allocated a substantial budget for 

mainstreaming climate change into water resources infrastructure development in 

Cambodia (Royal Government of Cambodia & Asian Development Bank, 2011), this 

type of analysis is crucial. One of the reasons for the absence of such analysis could be 

the lack of expertise within MOWRAM. A few research respondents who were 

involved in the mainstreaming of climate change under the Pilot Program on Climate 

Resilience acknowledged that they did not have the appropriate knowledge to do it 

themselves, therefore they expected assistance from international experts. When 

referring to the designing of irrigation systems, one of the respondents stated, “we may 

need to adjust safety factors for the infrastructure, but I am not sure how we could come 

up with optimum safety levels. If we increase them too high it will increase investment 

costs unnecessarily.”  

 

MOWRAM’s CCSP acknowledges their weak institutional capacity in general. Their 

CCSP also discloses that part of the ministry (referring to the Department of 

Meteorology) still cannot provide the public with accurate and timely early warning 

information on severe weather, because there is a lack of expertise and weather 

monitoring stations throughout the country. The existing meteorological services do aim 
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to provide the public with weather forecasts for up to seven days and early warning 

information for extreme events such as floods and storms. The representative of the 

Department of Meteorology also reported that a seasonal weather forecast system for 

informing the agricultural cropping calendar had recently been launched, though it was 

still in the early development stage. In response to these challenges, MOWRAM aims to 

continue to develop their capacity in terms of expertise and infrastructure; for instance, 

the ministry plans to install three new weather monitoring stations and upgrade five 

existing stations between 2014 and 2018. Aligning with the MOWRAM development 

strategy, MOWRAM’s CCSP supports the development of water resources management 

and flood control infrastructure, farmer water user committees, and meteorological and 

hydrological monitoring. These are core components of MOWRAM’s strategic 

development plan. 

 

The inclusion of climate change concerns into the Cambodian NSDP for 2014–2018 

was arranged through the development of CCSP and was undertaken using two 

approaches. The first was via the development of each ministry’s CCSP. It was 

expected that as line ministries developed their own CCSP, they would assume 

ownership of the climate change policies, compared to the NAPA that was completed 

by the MOE. The implication of this expectation is that line ministries would 

incorporate their CCSP into their current development policies, strategies and plans. 

However, only a few department-planners confirmed that they were aware of or 

involved in the development of the CCSP. At MAFF, a CCSP working group was 

officially formed to develop the MAFF’s CCSP, while at MOWRAM, work was done 

by an informal CCSP working group, with assistance from a local consultant. Possibly, 

these approaches were adopted because the development of each ministry’s CCSP was 

arranged through ‘contracts’ between the Cambodia’s Climate Change Alliance and the 

respective NCCC’s members of line ministries. Secondly, officials of the Cambodia’s 

Climate Change Alliance participated in the process of developing the current NSDP 

via a number of workshops, meetings and consultations and tried to impress on the 

NSDP’s stakeholders the importance of the national CCSP, to increase the likelihood of 

incorporating CCSP aspects into the NSDP. According to the mainstreaming processes, 

it is suggested that the inclusion of climate change into Cambodian policy remained 
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strongly dependant on the Cambodia’s Climate Change Alliance. However, stronger 

commitment from line ministries is crucial to effectively mainstream climate change 

into their development plans.  

 

3.3.2 Progress in Mainstreaming Climate Change in Cambodia  

 

In the last NSDP, ‘climate change’ was framed as one of the main issues that threatened 

Cambodia’s economy and prosperity in general terms. For instance the document 

includes the statement, “at the present time, the whole world faces unprecedented 

challenges posed by a series of global crises, that include not only the ongoing global 

financial crisis and the resulting economic downturn, but also issues related to the 

impacts of climate change” (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2010c, p. 163). 

Additionally, page 195 of the policy document also states, “the increased incidences of 

natural disasters caused by global climate change have serious implications for a small 

country like Cambodia.” In the current NSDP, ‘climate change’ is articulated in more 

detail as a key issue for Cambodia. For instance, “global climate change has adversely 

impacted on Cambodia’s ecosystems, thus threatened the socio-economic development 

of the country” (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2014b, p. 87). Furthermore, the 

current NSDP acknowledges climate change impacts on various sectors, such as food 

security, fisheries, health and infrastructure. 

 

As well as the abovementioned climate change issues, a number of climate change 

strategies were incorporated into the current NSDP. For agriculture, the plan 

acknowledges the lack of relevant climate change studies for developing effective 

measures to respond to climate change overall. The plan therefore focuses on CCA 

research and development directed towards improvements in agriculture land and soil 

management, farming systems that are more tolerant to climate change, rice and 

vegetable varieties that can better tolerate flood and droughts and climate change 

vulnerability assessments on agriculture (i.e. crops, vegetables and fruit trees). 

Furthermore, the policy also aims to improve the adaptive capacity of farmers by 

providing them with better agriculture-related services (i.e. strengthening agriculture 

extension services). Improving disaster preparedness and enhancing communities’ 
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resilience to climate change are also underscored in the current plan. Having admitted 

that Cambodian fisheries are threatened by external threats, including climate change 

and hydropower development, the Fisheries Administration indicates there is a need for 

stronger regional cooperation to address the issues. 

 

Unlike agriculture, water resources management is not outlined as a stand-alone section 

in the NSDP. Most of the focuses of MOWRAM are listed under the section on 

‘infrastructure development’. MOWRAM, during the current plan period (2014–2018), 

will continue to focus on developing infrastructure for water resources management and 

upgrading meteorological monitoring stations. The current plan underlines the need to 

take into consideration climate change impacts, for instance, “… construction of water 

storage reservoirs and irrigation networks will be done with considerations of climate 

change” (Royal Government of Cambodia, 2014b, p. 151). Additionally, MOWRAM 

indicates a strong commitment to participating in regional programs for effective river 

basin management and for addressing issues of climate change, especially with the 

Mekong River Commission. 

 

With regard to climate change implementation, Cambodia also made relatively good 

progress during the previous government planning period from 2009 to 2013 (Royal 

Government of Cambodia, 2014b). For instance, the Cambodia’s Climate Change 

Alliance supported 21 adaptation projects during its pilot phase from 2010 onwards. 

Research respondents from MAFF and MOWRAM also reported some adaptation 

projects that were implemented by their own organisations. For instance, the Fisheries 

Administration implemented projects relating to building canal dykes, for the purpose 

of protecting fish habitats in the Kratie and Kampong Speu provinces. A DP respondent 

also reported that the ADB had allocated a budget of about US $14 million, for 

mainstreaming climate change into Cambodia’s water resources management sector 

development program as one component of the Pilot Program on Climate Resilience.  

 

3.4 National Development Planning  
 

3.4.1 National Development Plans for Water Resources and Agriculture 
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According to the research respondents, the national development planning system is 

comprised of annual activities plans, three-year rolling plans and five-year strategic 

development plans (referred to as medium-term development plans in this study). 

Respondents indicated that unachievable or incomplete annual activities were rolled 

over to subsequent years in three-year rolling plans. The medium-term development 

plans are the five-year NSDP and ministries’ five-year development plans (e.g. MAFF 

and MOWRAM’s five-year development plans). The two versions – the NSDP and the 

ministries’ development plans – were developed in parallel. For instance, the Strategic 

Development Plan on Water Resources and Meteorology 2009–2013 was developed in 

parallel with The Updated NSDP 2009–2013.  

 

Some respondents reported that MAFF had discussed developing its long-term 

development plan (20 years), although the process was reported to be at a very early 

stage. One MAFF respondent stated, “in order to incorporate with the ongoing 

development of the government’s long-term development vision, the MAFF has also 

discussed its long-term development plan.” The Department of Horticulture of the 

General Directorate of Agriculture was also reported having discussed developing its 

longer-term development plan (2013–2023). The department representative explained, 

“Cambodia needs to meet the vegetable quality standards of the Association of South-

East Asian Nations in order to export local vegetables to the Nations’ markets.” For this 

reason, the department thinks that it is necessary to develop a longer-term development 

plan for this specific subsector. The initiative was still at an initial stage at the time of 

this study.  

 

Additionally, there are some other water resources and agriculture policy documents, 

such as The Strategy for Agriculture and Water and The Strategic Planning Framework 

for Fisheries: 2010–2019, which were developed for those sectors. The ad hoc plans 

were reported by respondents to be used to inform or be included in the five-year 

development plans of MAFF and MOWRAM. For example, The Strategic Planning 

Framework for Fisheries was reported to be used as a guide for the Fisheries 

Administration stakeholders in planning their ministry’s development plans. This study 

only analysed in detail the national medium-term planning processes, the 2009–2013 

NSDP, and the latest five-year development plans of the two ministries. 
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3.4.2 National Development Planning Processes 

 

According to the respondents, the design of the medium-term development plan, the 

2009–2013 NSDP, was generally based on experience and discussions held by relevant 

officials. SWOT (strengths, weaknesses, opportunities and threats) analysis was 

reported to be used as a planning tool by many of the respondents. The development of 

the medium-term plans was based on the Rectangular Strategy for Growth, Employment, 

Equity and Efficiency (known as the Rectangular Strategy) (Royal Government of 

Cambodia, 2008b). The Rectangular Strategy is grounded in the socioeconomic policy 

agenda of the Cambodian government. Only two respondents from DPs reported having 

used some historical climate information for their planning. The climate-related 

information used was taken from the Proceedings of the Cambodian National Climate 

Change Forum (National Climate Change Committee, 2009) and citizen knowledge 

(location-specific climate information collected from communities) that was produced 

by their organisations. One respondent stated, “historical and existing climate 

information was generated using local knowledge to inform the design of development 

programs – the process is called climate screening tool.”  

 

The processes of developing the 2009–2013 NSDP as informed by research respondents 

involved many steps (Figure 3.1), with the GDOP providing a facilitating role. In order 

to obtain participation from line ministries, the GDOP, on behalf of the Ministry of 

Planning, officially sent a letter signed by the Prime Minister to them, to inform about 

the development of the NSDP. A concept note (guidelines), highlighting the general 

framework for the NSDP, was attached with the initial invitation. The concept note was 

developed by GDOP according to high-level government policies and strategies, such as 

the Rectangular Strategy, and in consultation with the Ministry of Planning, the 

Ministry of Economics and Finance, the Cambodian Development and Rehabilitation 

Board of the Cambodian Development Councils and the National Supreme Economics 

Council of the Council of Ministers. According to the concept note, the GDOP then 

developed a template for collecting relevant information for the planning.  
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Notes:  Acronyms in brackets refer to key actors, symmetrical arrows indicate where revisions take place, and  

  shadow boxes are key entry points identified in this study 
 

Source: Author, 2014 
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Figure 3.1 2009-2013 National development planning processes and entry points for 

mainstreaming climate change 
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In response to requests, each line ministry nominated a planning team to work with the 

GDOP. The teams were comprised of a team leader, who generally was a secretary or 

undersecretary of state of their ministry, a director or vice-director of DOP, and a few 

selected department-planners, who had good knowledge and experience in planning. 

However, the DOP of line ministries was a focal point of the ministry, an informant 

from the GDOP clarified, “in the process of developing the 2009–2013 NSDP, we [the 

GDOP] mainly communicated with line ministries through their DOP.” At the 

departmental level, informants confirmed that generally, a director or one of the deputy-

directors of the department was responsible for planning (referred to as a department-

planner here). These suggest that DOP and department-planners are the key actors for 

integrating climate change concerns into their respective development plans.  

 

To assist the planners with developing their ministry development plans, the GDOP 

organised a series of seminars for the planning teams and department-planners to 

explain the planning process and the application of the template. Many MAFF and 

MOWRAM respondents confirmed that the seminars were very useful in guiding the 

planning. One respondent from MOWRAM stated, “the seminars provided necessary 

guidance, especially how to align the Ministry’s development plans with the 

government’s high-level policies and strategies such as the Rectangular Strategy.” 

Another respondent from MAFF elaborated on that, saying, “the first seminar aimed to 

develop visions for the country in the next five years, and the following ones discussed 

tools for identifying and prioritising constraints and challenges versus responding 

strategies.”  

 

As the first seminar aimed to build development visions, key actors especially climate 

change researchers and committee or CCSP working group members should have been 

engaged in the process, thus helping to frame a more climate resilient development 

visions. Including those actors will bring in relevant sciences and represent vulnerable 

communities through their research, thus assisting planners in framing their 

development goals toward more climate-resilient development. DPs should also be 

involved in the process, sharing their perspectives and experiences and, having been 
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engaged in the process, they will be able to better align their development assistance 

with the national development’s visions.  

 

The development of the ministries’ development plans was a synthesis of their 

respective department development plans. The approaches of developing MAFF’s and 

MOWRAM’s ministry development plans were slightly different. At MAFF, it was 

reported that the MAFF’s DOP firstly informed department-planners (via their 

respective division’s DOP),
5
 about the development of the medium-term agriculture 

development plan. In terms of organisation, MAFF’s DOP provided the department-

planners with a template for facilitating their departmental development plans. The 

department-planners needed to return the filled-out template to the DOP for collation 

within a given period of time (generally a few weeks). According to the respondents, it 

usually took a few rounds of feedback in order to include complete and comprehensive 

planning information. Many of the department-planners, reported that a few meetings 

among their officials were organised for their departmental development planning.  

 

At MOWRAM, it was reported that upon completion of the seminar series, a director of 

DOP reported to the MOWRAM’s minister regarding the development of the medium-

term development plan and requested a meeting with the department-planners, technical 

directors general and project implementing units. The planning template was shared 

during the meeting, so that the necessary information for MOWRAM’s plan could be 

collected. The results of the meeting were then reviewed by the DOP and subsequently 

sent back to the respective departments for feedback. Once the feedback process was 

completed, the DOP compiled the departmental plans, thus formulating MOWRAM’s 

development plan. A final meeting with the same participants from the previous 

meeting was then organised to review and finalise the planning document, ensuring a 

good flow of information, especially in terms of the inputs, outputs and outcomes of the 

plan. 

                                                           
5
 Within MAFF, there was one DOP sitting within the Ministry building (referred to MAFF’s DOP), and 

one for each individual division. For instance, the General Directorate of Agriculture and the Fisheries 

Administration each have their own DOP coordinating the planning in their respective divisions. The 

DOPs worked vertically with MAFF’s DOP. 
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At this stage, the inclusion of CCA into department and ministry development plans is 

administratively plausible; however, assistance from the climate change committees, 

researchers and/or knowledge intermediaries is needed because planners are not 

accustomed to evidence-based planning or mainstreaming climate change concepts. 

According to an interview with Cambodia’s Climate Change Alliance, the CCSP 

working groups of MAFF and MOWRAM and the Cambodia’s Climate Change 

Alliance held a few separate meetings with the DOPs of their ministries. The aim of the 

meetings was to present their ministry’s CCSP and identify possibilities for including 

some climate change concerns into the ongoing design of MAFF and MOWRAM’s 

development plans. The process was not enough to enable them to meaningfully 

mainstream climate change into their development plan. Given the important role of 

department-planners, it is important to also engage them in the process of 

mainstreaming climate change. By doing so, mainstreaming climate change will go 

beyond the inclusion of climate change concerns into planning documents towards 

building awareness of CCA and creating the capacity to use that knowledge by 

department-planners and the DOP. 

 

At the GDOP, the NSDP secretariat office then collated the draft version of ministries’ 

plans into a preliminary first draft NSDP. At this stage, if the GDOP had feedback or 

needed any clarification from any specific ministry, they sent their queries and 

comments to the DOPs via telephone, email or an in-person meeting. This process 

usually took a few rounds of feedback. One respondent from MOWRAM’s DOP 

confirmed this, saying, “the process was to ensure that all necessary ministries’ strategic 

priorities were included in the NSDP.” Once all these technical details were completed, 

a first draft NSDP was produced. Once the first draft NSDP was completed, the GDOP 

organised a technical consultative meeting with the planning teams of the line ministries 

(generally with the director or deputy director of the DOP), to review the first draft of 

their section in the NSDP. The GDOP then revised accordingly, producing a second 

draft NSDP. At this stage, the inclusion of climate change concerns is still possible, 

though it needs to be channelled through the DOP of line ministries or directly to GDOP. 

Mainstreaming climate change at this stage will, however, have less benefit, because 

department-planners are not engaged. 
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The GDOP then submitted the second draft NSDP to DPs (i.e. UN and multilateral 

funding agencies and NGOs) for input. It was reported that the WB and UNDP 

coordinated the feedback process among DPs for the previous NSDP (2009–2013). One 

DP respondent confirmed this, saying that, “the Centre for Study and Development in 

Agriculture provided inputs relating to pesticide and fertilizers to the previous NSDP 

through the feedback process.” Comments were then submitted to the GDOP for 

consideration, and they generally were taken. The respondent, however, clarified that in 

“instances where there were controversial ideas or/and statistics between line ministries 

and DPs, the GDOP suggested they discuss it in order to reach an agreement.” A 

revision at this stage produced a third draft NSDP, which was then submitted for a 

consultative meeting among the leaders of the planning teams of the line ministries. It 

was reported that the DOPs of the line ministries also tended to assist with technical 

details if needed. This is another important stage for including climate change concerns, 

if actions were not drafted or had been insufficiently done at earlier stages of the 

process. Mainstreaming climate change at this stage will, however, have fewer benefits; 

as the key planners, either the department-planners or DOPs, are not engaged. Revision 

according to the meeting’s decisions and inputs produced a fourth draft NSDP, which 

was then submitted to the Council of Ministers for high-level decision-making and 

endorsement of the plan. 

 

There were a number of high-level decision-making meetings to finalise the draft NSDP 

and the inclusion of climate change concerns at this stage is unlikely. A series of 

meetings with the Council of Socio-Cultural and Economic Lawyers were undertaken, 

aiming to ensure the accuracy and precision of language and to minimise the political 

sensitivities of the document. Then, three high-level decision-making meetings were 

organised. A first meeting was conducted with the Secretary of State of the line 

ministries to further review the political and technical content of the document. A 

second meeting was organised among the ministers of the line ministries, chaired by the 

Deputy Prime Minister in charge of the Council of Ministers, to endorse the plan. A 

final decision-making meeting with the Prime Minister was then organised to approve 

the document. After approval from the Prime Minister, the planning document was 

submitted for endorsement to the National Assembly and then to the King. A 
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respondent from the GDOP confirmed that an oral presentation by the Minister of 

Planning and his technical team (the GDOP) was conducted at the National Assembly 

prior their endorsement. 

 

Once all these exercises were completed, the GDOP disseminated the official NSDP 

document in print to line ministries for implementation. Line ministries developed or 

revised their ministry’s five-year development plan for implementation according to this 

NSDP, which was used as a practical guide for annual activities planning. According to 

MAFF and MOWRAM respondents, the development of annual activities plan was 

based on the medium-term development plans; however, the proposed activities or 

projects were designed according to the experiences and opinions of their officials. 

Although some climate change concerns may be included in the ministry’s medium 

development plans, the development of annual activities plans should make use of 

relevant and up-to-date vulnerability assessment results. Given the fact that Cambodian 

planners are not accustomed to evidence-based planning, technical assistance is required 

before they are capable of doing it by themselves.  

 

Respondents reported that the implementation of MOWRAM’s development plans was 

made possible by three sources of funding: government budget, multilateral support (i.e. 

via UNDP and WB) and bilateral support (i.e. through agreements between Cambodia 

and another country). According to the MAFF respondents, there were two sources of 

funding supporting MAFF’s development plans: government budget and multilateral 

funding. This was explained that because MOWRAM has a mandate to develop water-

related infrastructure, for example irrigation networks, it is entitled to bilateral support. 

For this specific entitlement, MOWRAM also develops its annual public investment 

program to guide infrastructure investments. The GDOP is authorised to conduct mid-

term (two and a half year) and final evaluations in order to monitor the progress and 

achievement of the NSDP implementation. Evaluations results were debriefed to line 

ministries and the Council of Ministers before being officially released, and they were 

used for informing the development of the next NSDP.  
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3.5 Discussion 

 

This research has found that the Cambodian national development planning is 

participatory, in the sense of involving individuals from different departments and 

ministries, but restricted to other actors such as researchers, civil society and the private 

sector. Füssel (2007) notes that scientists, practitioners, decision-makers, and policy and 

economic analysts play important roles for successful adaptation. Engaging climate 

change scientists and researchers in vision-building will assist planners in making their 

development plans more climate-resilient (Veraart & Bakker, 2009). As Lebel et al. 

(2012) emphasise, some aspects of CCA remain unfamiliar for planners, therefore 

technical assistance is needed. Füssel and Klein (2006) further suggest that it is essential 

to maintain a constant dialogue between researchers and relevant stakeholders as part of 

adaptation policy assessment. Given the lack of domestic climate change scientists and 

researchers, the roles of climate change committees or CCSP working groups in the 

national development planning are crucial. However, as found in analysis of the national 

planning process, none of these stakeholders were directly engaged in the process. This 

is a major disconnect that warrants special and urgent attention. As indicated in the 

adaptation literature (Preston et al., 2013; Veraart & Bakker, 2009), planning for climate 

change requires strong collaboration among scientists and researchers, policymakers, 

planners, and practitioners.  

 

The research also found that the national development planning processes in Cambodia 

are flexible, in the sense of providing entry points for new issues like climate change to 

be placed onto the agenda. There were a number of feedback processes in the national 

development planning in Cambodia, especially during the design stage, from 

formulating department development plans to developing a second draft of NSDP (see 

Figure 3.1). These provide opportunities for including climate change concerns into the 

development policies (NSDP and ministries’ development plans). According to the 

planning process, mainstreaming climate change should effectively start with the 

process of building development-visions, thus framing climate-resilient development. 

Then, practical applications of CCA should be integrated in the departmental plans and 

the foundation of the ministry and national strategic development plans. Mainstreaming 
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climate change in the first phase of the planning cycle could diminish stakeholders’ 

perception that CCA is an additional activity that requires additional costs. Thorough 

discussions between CCSP working groups or/and climate change committees and 

department-planners and DOP on integrating relevant CCSP sections are therefore 

essential as Cambodian planners have limited understanding of CCA and are 

unaccustomed to evidence-based planning (Dany et al., 2015).  

 

At a higher level, the inclusion of the climate change agenda into the Rectangular 

Strategy would encourage mainstreaming climate change in Cambodia because it is the 

key policy document that guides the development of NSDP. However, politically 

enforcing mainstreaming climate change with limited institutional capacity may result 

in “just wasting the resources or even maladaptation,” as one respondent put it. This 

implies that mainstreaming climate change should be a gradual and iterative process and, 

as noted by Ayers et al. (2014), building climate change related awareness and the 

capacity of key stakeholders is a fundamental first step. Pervin et al. (2013) agree with 

this, arguing that it is crucial to develop approaches and capacity that are embedded in 

the existing planning system in order to effectively mainstream climate change. 

 

Climate change institutional capacity-building in Cambodia in the past was very 

restricted and ineffective. This is evidenced in that although climate change related 

capacity building in Cambodia has been implemented for more than a decade, the 

stakeholders have a poor understanding of climate change vulnerability, adaptation and 

assessment methods (Dany et al., 2014). Consistently, as indicated in the climate change 

strategy, climate change institutional capacity-building during the last government 

period was only directed towards the CCD (see Table 3.1). A lack of incentive and 

motivation of stakeholders to learn new things, such as CC, may also be another reason 

for ineffective capacity-building (Willems & Baumert, 2003). A further reason could be 

that capacity-building programs implemented were not effectively targeted, meaning 

their design was not specific enough for different groups of stakeholders. 

 

Climate-specific capacity-building, for instance, on how to conduct vulnerability 

assessment, climate change impacts studies, modelling and emission inventories studies, 
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is needed and should target key local universities and research institutes (e.g. the Royal 

University of Phnom Penh, the Institute of Technologies, the Royal University of 

Agriculture, the Department of Climate Change, the Department of Metrology and the 

Department of River Works and Hydrology). This will build domestic scientific 

capacity toward producing targeted scientific information for mainstreaming climate 

change, which is the second step for mainstreaming climate change (Ayers, Huq, 

Wright, et al., 2014). The generation of scientific evidence that is locally relevant and 

supports decision-making is challenging but crucial, therefore investing in building 

local scientific capacity is required (Ayers, Huq, Wright, et al., 2014; Lebel, 2014). 

Adger et al. (2005) further argue that the costs of adaptation can be reduced with more 

accurate information about future climate change. 

 

The lack of local meteorological expertise and training centres in Cambodia presents 

significant challenges for MOWRAM in meeting its mission to provide accurate and 

timely weather forecasts and early severe weather warning information. Overseas 

development assistance, including climate change funds that aim to support this sector, 

should therefore support both infrastructure and human resources development. Given 

the fact that there are no local meteorology training programs, overseas development 

assistance should consider supporting young scholars in obtaining their education, 

preferably starting with undergraduate degrees in meteorology and climate sciences, 

which are critical for developing this sector. Additional training for relevant officials is 

also essential. In the long run, it is vital to develop such training programs locally in 

Cambodia.  

 

Climate-relevant capacity-building should be targeted to relevant ministries (especially 

relevant department-planners and DOP), universities and research institutes, and civil 

society. The training should have two purposes. Firstly, training should build the 

capacity of policy stakeholders to enable them to mainstream climate change concerns 

and adaptation projects into their development plans. Pervin et al. (2013) stress the 

importance of assisting policy stakeholders to be able to rationalise what ‘needs’ and 

‘can’ be done within the available institutional structure and capacity. Secondly, 

training should build the relevant scientific capacity of local academic institutions. 
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Therefore, capacity-building related to adaptation measures for agriculture should be 

targeted at the relevant departments of the General Directorate of Agriculture, the Royal 

University of Agriculture, the Cambodian Agriculture Development and Research 

Institute, and some civil society organisations such as the Cambodian Centre for Study 

and Development in Agriculture. 

 

A further way to build the climate-relevant capacity of policy stakeholders is to involve 

them in climate change research (i.e. vulnerability assessments) to facilitate the co-

production of knowledge and generate their interest (Armitage et al., 2011; Lemos & 

Morehouse, 2005). Also, it is important to engage them in developing climate change 

related policy, such as with the national CCSP and its ministerial components. Having 

engaged them in such processes would improve their understanding on how the strategy 

can be realised in practice. Furthermore, engaging them in climate change policy 

development will build their relationships and trust with climate change committees and 

encourage them to develop a sense of ownership of the policy. Experience from the 

development of Cambodia’s NAPA suggests that the participatory process was as 

important as its outcome (the policy documents) in promoting CCA in Cambodia 

(Bowen et al., 2013). Moreover, given the traditional learning style in Cambodia, 

especially for senior government officials, classroom training (teaching-based) with 

illustrations and field studies of relevant best practices is recommended to be part of the 

capacity-building programs.  

 

3.6. Conclusion  

 

This chapter focused on the roles of different stakeholders in the national development 

planning process in Cambodia, and their influence on decisions to mainstream climate 

change concerns. This research has indicated points of leverage in the Cambodian 

planning system where inclusion of climate change concerns into development policies 

could be made and has identified potential pathways for strengthening climate-informed 

development planning in Cambodia.  

 



 

 

88 

 

The research has shown that the Cambodian national development planning is 

participatory but not sufficiently inclusive; it is also flexible, but not adequately 

informed. There are plausible entry points to take into account climate change in 

strategic plans, both in the water resources and agriculture sectors and more broadly 

within the national development planning system, for better climate-informed planning. 

There has been reasonable progress in terms of developing policy frameworks, resulting 

in more considerations of climate change in the current 2014–2018 National Strategic 

Development Plan. Further mainstreaming of climate change in Cambodia at this stage 

needs to focus on building local scientific capacity and relevant institutional capacity, 

which is an important step to move forward to a full integration of climate change 

concerns into the country’s development agenda.  

 

An integration of climate change concerns in the national development plans would 

provide relevant organisations, such as Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries 

and the Ministry of Water Resources and Meteorology, with climate change-related 

mandates to incorporate into their responsibilities and activities. Moreover, with such 

mandates, they would be entitled to climate change-related resources, including 

information, knowledge and funding. However, in order to effectively mainstream 

climate change, institutional capacity on both climate-specific and climate-relevant 

knowledge is required.  

 

From the perspective of resources constraints, it is recommended that capacity-building 

programs should be targeted, providing effective training to carefully selected 

stakeholders who will drive their institutions toward making decisions and planning for 

climate-resilient development. The study suggests providing climate-relevant capacity-

building to department-planners, key officials of the Departments of Planning of line 

ministries and the officials in the General Directorate of Planning who coordinate the 

development of the National Strategic Development Plan to enable them to make 

meaningful mainstreaming climate change into their development planning. The role of 

local academic institutions as a local scientific information body and building its 

capacity to be a scientific information source for Cambodia should be prioritised. With 

the existing scientific capacity gap in Cambodia, international support remains essential. 
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As a short-term strategy, Cambodia should look for alternative sources of scientific 

information on climate change risk, vulnerability and adaptation. Much information is 

available, which although not necessarily location-specific for Cambodia, can still be 

relevant and useful. 

 

In summary, this chapter aims to find points of leverage in the Cambodian planning 

system where the inclusion of climate change concerns into development policies could 

be made. It also provides insights into Cambodia’s national development policy, 

especially decision-making powers, intentions to integrate climate change concerns and 

potential key actors for effective mainstreaming of climate change concerns into 

Cambodia’s development policies. The insights mirror the institutions and governance 

processes and challenges in Cambodian development policy and planning processes, 

thus allowing the identification of appropriate entry points where the inclusion of 

climate change concerns can be integrated more meaningfully. In sum, this chapter 

reflects a broad picture of this research’s framework and points to the need to identify 

appropriate pathways in addition to an important role of institutions and governance 

processes.  

 

The following chapter demonstrates examples from the case study projects on local 

planning for climate change using community knowledge with a focus on information-

generation and integration processes.  
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4. Integrating Community Knowledge into Local Planning for Climate 

Change in Cambodia 

 

4.1 Introduction 

 

There is wide recognition that climate change adaptation should be integrated into a 

nation’s development agenda in order for that country to enable a coherent and 

synergistic sustainable development (Adger et al., 2007; Butler et al., 2014; Huq & 

Ayers, 2008). This integration process is referred to as ‘mainstreaming climate change’. 

At a practical level, government representatives from regions at high risk to the impacts 

of climate change, such as Asia and Africa, have indicated there is a critical need for the 

mainstreaming of CCA into their development planning processes with the target of 

climate-resilient development (Pervin et al., 2013). Füssel (2007) argues that in order to 

mainstream CCA, additional attention and action from development stakeholders who 

have not taken climate change vulnerability into account with their past decisions are 

required. Mainstreaming climate change should focus on national and subnational level 

institutions and planning processes, because mainstreaming will be most effective if 

demand comes from domestic policy stakeholders (Ayers, Huq, Wright, et al., 2014).  

 

Ayers et al. (2014) argue that mainstreaming can be interpreted differently, and there is 

no single best way of doing it in practice. The UNDP-UNEP’s (2011) mainstreaming 

framework focuses on three components: identifying entry points, integrating climate 

change into policy development processes and implementation. Others have proposed 

broader or more detailed frameworks that include attention to enabling factors and 

capacity-building (Ayers, Huq, Wright, et al., 2014; Pervin et al., 2013). Local scientific 

information or other forms of evidence is a central for mainstreaming climate change 

(Ayers, Huq, Wright, et al., 2014; Pervin et al., 2013; UNDP-UNEP, 2011). The 

UNDP-UNEP (2011) framework also identifies the need to understand the connection 

between climate change and national development priorities, as well as the existing 

political, governmental and institutional contexts of a country in the process of 

identifying entry points for mainstreaming climate change.  
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Cambodia is classified as a least developed country with poor scientific capacity (Kian-

Woon et al., 2010; Schwab, 2014). The availability of local scientific information for 

planning for climate change is very low (Dany et al., 2014). This presents a great 

challenge for Cambodia in planning for climate change. Using community knowledge 

for local development planning has long been practiced, with participatory rural 

appraisal being a common method used. The importance of community consultations in 

addressing disaster risk reduction is also acknowledged in the literature (e.g. Anh, 

Phong, & Mulenga, 2014; Hiwasaki, Luna, Syamsidik, & Shaw, 2014; Jha, Barenstein, 

Phelps, Pittet, & Sena, 2010). This chapter aims to examine local decision-making and 

planning processes in order to identify pathways for integrating climate change 

concerns, examine the processes for integrating climate change concerns that were 

employed in the case study projects (introduced below), and evaluate the vulnerability 

reduction assessment tool and process in generating community knowledge for the 

above purpose. 

 

4.2 Case Study Projects 

 

The Local Government and Climate Change and the Climate Resilient Water 

Management and Agricultural Practices in Rural Cambodia were chosen as the case 

studies for this chapter because they were in the later stages of implementing their phase 

1 at the time of the study, thus allowing for an insightful investigation.  

 

The LGCC project was aimed at building the capacity of local governments to enable 

them to develop their local development plans that target climate change resilience. The 

project was thus intended to identify and pilot measures to mainstream climate change 

into subnational planning, including funding mechanisms (National Committee for Sub-

national Democratic Development Secretariat, 2011). The project was thus designed to 

undertake local vulnerability and adaptation assessments, and to integrate the 

assessment results into the local planning and budgeting process. It was financed by the 

Cambodia’s Climate Change Alliance, with a budget allowance of US $250,000 for a 

period of 15 months, commencing in January 2012 (National Committee for Sub-
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national Democratic Development Secretariat, 2011). During the first phase, the project 

was implemented in three districts and one municipality of the Takao province.  

 

The prime goal of the NAPA-FU project is to enhance adaptive capacity in order to 

prevent climate change-induced food insecurity in Cambodia (Royal Government of 

Cambodia & UNDP, 2007). Having acknowledged that the institutional capacity of 

government agencies and community organisations in Cambodia was constrained, the 

project aimed to strengthen capacity of relevant organisations in managing agriculture 

water resources, especially through demonstration projects. It was a four-year project 

that commenced in January 2009, with funding support of about US $3 million from the 

UNDP and Global Financial Facility. The project was implemented in two 

agriculturally highly climate vulnerable districts: the Chhum Kasan district of the 

Preash Vihear Province (vulnerable to droughts) and the Bos Leav district of the Kratie 

Province (vulnerable to floods) (UNDP, 2010).  

 

The LGCC projects were implemented by the National Committee for Subnational 

Democratic Development Secretariat (NCDDS), under the Ministry of Interior (MOI). 

The project received technical assistance from the United Nations Capital Development 

Fund (UNCDF), a project partner. At the implementation level, the project worked with 

province, district and commune governments administratively under the MOI. The 

NAPA-FU project was executed by MAFF, with the project board consisting of 

representatives from MAFF, MOWRAM, MOE, the International Fund for Agriculture 

Development, Agence Française de Développement and the UNDP. At an operational 

level, the project worked through the provincial departments and some district offices of 

Agriculture, Forestry and Fishery (PDAFF), Water Resources and Meteorology 

(PDWRAM), Environment, Women’s Affairs and commune governments.  

 

4.3 Data Collection and Analysis 

 

The data collection process involved conducting interviews with relevant participants 

(see Section 1.6) The interview questions for this case study is in Appendix C. After the 

interviews were completed, the interview notes and key observations were reviewed and 
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summarised using the interview guides and translated into English. The interview 

information was analysed using the NVivo software program (version 10). The 

information was firstly autocoded according to the questions set in the interview guide. 

Coding of subthemes was done according to what emerged from the interview 

transcripts and relevant reports. 

 

4.4 Results 

4.4.1 Administrative System and Local Planning Process 

 

According to the respondents, there had been some changes made in local governance 

and to the planning systems prior to the interviews taking place. The existing 

Cambodian subnational planning process involves top-down and bottom-up approaches 

and it consists of five-year development plans, three-year rolling plans and annual 

investment plans, wherein the five-year development plans are used to inform the three-

year rolling plans and the annual investment plans (Figure 4.1). The development of the 

local governments’ development plans were made in alignment with the national 

development plan of MOI (see Figure 4.1). To facilitate the implementation of this new 

system, the MOI developed its 10-year development plan by splitting it into three 

phases of three to four-year implementation plans, which are then called IP3 (a three-

year implementation plan). An official from NCDDS stated that one of the goals of the 

IP3 is to strengthen the capacity of subnational governments concerning planning and 

budgeting. The NCDDS facilitates the implementation of the IP3, and, at the time the 

fieldwork for this study was conducted, it was going through its first phase (2011-2013). 

 

The provincial IP3 is developed and updated annually and is facilitated by the 

Provincial Department of Planning (Figure 4.1). As indicated in the figure, the 

commune investment plans (CIPs) were the basis for the provincial IP3. An integration 

workshop at the district level was organised, aiming to combine commune development 

plans into individual district development plans that were each referred to as ‘a district 

priority actions matrix’ (DPAM). The DPAMs were then submitted for discussion at an 

integration workshop at the provincial level, producing the provincial IP3. During the 
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workshops, relevant stakeholders including district and commune governments, 

specialised departments and local civil society organisations were engaged. The 

engagement of the stakeholders aimed to align and harmonise their development plans, 

thus enabling the local development to operate more efficiently and effectively. The 

development plan of the commune government was central for this alignment and 

harmonisation. Within the planning processes, an integration of climate change 

concerns can be made directly during the development of the commune development 

plans. The inclusion of climate change concerns in the national 10-year development 

plan of MOI that serves the IP3 will accordingly encourage more attention regarding 

integrating climate change concerns into the planning provincial IP3. 
 

The majority of the case study respondents identified lack of funding as a key barrier to 

mainstreaming climate change. In addition to the lack of funding, there was also issue 

of funding uncertainty which can cause misunderstandings, which in turn can 

undermine trust and the relationships of relevant stakeholders in local development 

projects, especially between commune governments, specialised departments and NGOs. 

Some respondents from specialised departments acknowledged that it was risky to agree 

to support local governments’ projects before receiving funding. One of them shared 

their experiences: 

In a few instances, we signed agreements to support commune governments’ 

projects, but we could not do them because only parts of the proposed 

budgets were approved, and there were delays in transactions of the funds. 

At those times, commune governments kept calling us to kick-off the 

projects; some of them thought that we had cheated them. For this reason, I 

did not want to attend the district integration workshops on behalf of my 

department. I sometimes felt uneasy when they asked for support from my 

department, because we were not able to offer any assistance. 

 

In confirmation of the above statement, a few local government respondents also 

expressed their experience with this issue. One of them said, “in some instances, even 

though some contracts were signed during the district integration workshop, they were 

not implemented.” The issues are critical because relationships and trust are important 
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for local development, especially in addressing climate change vulnerability, where 

collective actions are required. 

 

 

Source: Author, 2015 

   Indicates administrative relationships 

 Indicates planning processes 

Indicates key actors  

 

 

NAPA-FU 

Commune 

governments 

LGCC 

Provincial 

governments 

District 

governments 

MOI 

National IP3 

Development 

partners, e.g. UN and 

funding agencies and 

NGOs 

A 

A 

 

Implementation 

Projects from 

line ministries 

Line ministries, e.g. MAFF 

and MOWRAM 

Provincial departments, e.g. 

PDAFF and PDOWRAM 

 

Local civil society 

organisations 

 

District offices 

 
Provincial IP3 

 

Provincial  

integration workshop 

District       

integration workshop 

District activities plan 

DEPAM 
 

Commune investment plan 

CIP 
 

Figure 4.1 Local planning processes  



 

 

96 

 

In addition to supporting local development plans, the specialised departments also 

implemented some of the projects of their respective ministries; for instance, the 

NAPA-FU project, which was directed and managed by MAFF. Although the projects 

were vertically implemented from line ministries at the national level through to their 

provincial departments and district offices (some ministries such as MAFF have 

divisions up to district level setting up as an office, while some others only have their 

provincial departments), they should work in consultation with commune governments. 

However, in practice, there were many instances where communications were 

insufficient. One NAPA-FU respondent stated, “I observed that some local governments 

were not aware of projects that were implemented in their localities because the projects 

were implemented by the specialised departments.” Some local government respondents 

also reported that some NGOs implemented projects in their areas without even 

informing them. This suggests that more alignment between national and subnational 

development plans, as well as those of DPs and collaboration among multi-stakeholders 

in development processes, is needed.  

 

Many respondents thought that the IP3 system was an appropriate channel for 

mainstreaming climate change into local development plans, regardless of the many 

prevailing challenges. One LGCC respondent explained, “local governments will not 

consider it [mainstreaming climate resilience] as an additional work if it is operated 

through existing systems, and it will continue after the completion of the projects.” The 

respondent further explained that if a new system is developed for this purpose, it can 

cause fragmentation and conflict. One NAPA-FU respondent agreed, saying, 

“mainstreaming climate change into subnational development plans should be done 

systematically from national to provincial, district and commune levels, and they should 

be implemented through NCDDS.” The respondent further clarified that this is because 

within governments, organisations respect the authority of higher level institutions, and 

local governments are administratively under the MOI with NCDDS as the division in 

charged. Another NAPA-FU respondent also confirmed that without authorisation from 

the national level government (referring to NCDDS), local governments were reluctant 

to mainstream climate change into their development plans. At a technical level, 

assistance from specialised departments remains essential; for instance, agriculture 
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officials are more knowledgeable about farming systems than local government, and 

thus their participation in local development is crucial.  

4.4.2 Integrating Climate Change Concerns into Local Planning and Decision-

Making Processes 

 

The NAPA-FU project used the results of VRA to inform the project’s annual planning 

and commune development plans. For the first purpose, the VRA results were consulted 

during annual planning, where project officials at all levels, including some members 

from commune governments in the project sites, worked together. One respondent 

commented, “VRA is like a road map for us: it tells us what the local needs are, and 

what responses are required to meet the needs. We [the project implementation team] 

always consult VRA results in our planning – it gives us direction where to go next.” 

The VRA reports in print were also sent to relevant specialised departments for use, 

according to the respondent.  

 

There were a few approaches that the NAPA-FU project used to integrate VRA results 

into commune investment plans. The project implementation team organised a meeting 

with key persons from the commune government (e.g. commune governor, assistant, 

council members) to present the VRA results of their commune before the CIP was 

developed. The meeting aimed to facilitate the integration of climate change resilience 

projects identified by the VRA into their CIP. One respondent described the process: 

“we organised a kind of dissemination workshop explaining to them [commune 

governments] about climate change and its impacts. We also provided them a list of 

adaptation measures identified by the VRA in order for them to consider including in 

their CIP.” Another approach was that the members of the project implementation team 

took part in the process of CIP development. One respondent told us that “last year 

[2012] eight commune governments invited us [VRA facilitators] to assist them in 

developing CIP. We took along the VRA reports and informed them the relevant results; 

nevertheless, we respected their decisions.” 

 

For the LGCC project, the VRA results were straightforwardly used for commune 

development plans, as it was implemented through local governments. One LGCC 
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respondent told us that, “we [the commune government] made some adjustments to our 

development projects according to the results of the VRA. For instance, we discussed 

building roads that can tolerate floods based on the level of floods from the previous 

years.” The LGCC respondents also told us that the VRA results from communes were 

combined to form a CCA plan of their respective district: a supplement document to the 

district’s five-year development plan. They explained that the adaptation plan was not 

integrated with the district development plan because there were mismatching schedules 

in the development of both documents.  

 

The LGCC project created a ‘climate resilience top-up grant’ that commune 

governments can apply for; the annual total top-up grant for each district was informed 

to districts and commune governments before the development of CIP. The purpose of 

the top-up grant was to support any adjustments that made rural infrastructure more 

climate resilient. In a group interview with local governments, they said, “we 

understand that the top-up grants are not for constructing longer roads or additional 

roads, it is for making them stronger or putting culverts to release water during extreme 

rainfall.” As this money was a top-up grant, it covered one-third of the cost of small-

scale infrastructure development projects (up to 15 per cent of that amount could be 

used for technical assistance), with the rest being covered by the commune fund. The 

infrastructure projects were implemented by commune governments.  

 

In order to obtain the climate resilience top-up grant, applicants submitted their proposal 

to the project management at the national level through the IP3 system. The selection of 

grant applications was done via a ‘project prioritisation workshop’ organised at district 

level, where representatives from commune governments, generally two to three 

members from each commune, attended the workshop. The workshop was facilitated by 

the national project officials, with assistance from provincial project teams. In term of 

approaches, the applicants presented their proposals, explaining the significance of the 

project for local development and how the top-up grant was intended to be used. They 

also presented their budget breakdowns and implementation schedule. After the 

presentations, participants were asked to score the proposals using four criteria (see 
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Table 4.1); these criteria and their weights were resulted from a prior meeting among 

key project stakeholders, according to the national project officials. 

 

Table 4.1 Criteria for assessing applications for climate resilience top-up grant of the 

LGCC project 

Criteria Weight (per cent) 

Projects are in climate disaster-prone areas 30 

Projects can be completed in one year 15 

Projects provide highest benefits to communities 20 

Projects will use budget effectively and efficiently 35 

 

Each commune had only one vote; therefore, representatives of each commune needed 

to discuss and agree on the scores. Projects with high scores were financed; however, 

some negotiations were made in situations where budgets needed to be reallocated. For 

example, if five projects were selected and the accumulated budget for the first four 

projects took up almost all of the grant money, negotiation ensued so that the fifth 

project could be included. The negotiation process was started by the facilitators asking 

other projects, especially projects that requested large amounts of funding, to consider 

cutting down their budgets in order to support the final project. Overall, the impression 

about this negotiation process was that although there was competition among 

applicants, the process was professional and benevolent. This implies that transparent 

decision-making processes developed good relationships: a foundation for building trust.  

 

As seen in the workshop, commune assistants played a very important role in the 

process and they should be the target for relevant capacity-building. According to local 

government respondents, commune governors were elected through political parties and 

they were generally senior people with fairly limited education; this was similarly 

observed about members of the commune councils. Only the commune assistants were 

recruited through a national process as an official of the MOI to assist commune 

government and hence ensuring the functional administration of the commune. They are 

generally young and have specific qualifications.  
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Research respondents raised a number of issues concerning mainstreaming climate 

change resilience projects into local development plans. One respondent pointed to the 

large development deficits as a key constraint in integrating climate concerns into local 

development plans, articulating that, “…some basic needs such as food, water, and 

electricity are the real and urgent needs for people here.” Along with these arguments, 

many of the respondents indicated the lack of funding as a key challenge in promoting 

climate resilience development in Cambodia. Similarly, the national level official of the 

LGCC project also raised concern that the project’s budget allocation for climate 

resilience top-up grants was limited, which restricted the number and amount of grants 

available, which in turn can demotivate commune governments whose projects were not 

funded or renewed.  

 

The limited understanding of commune governments about climate change and climate 

resilience development was mentioned by a few NAPA-FU respondents, who cited the 

fact that there were many terminologies involved. One of the respondents, however, 

argued, “they were not able to select correct terminologies for use in writing their CIP 

documents, but I think they understood the concept, say if a pond with a three-metre 

depth does not provide enough water, they know that it should be deeper in order to 

store more water.” The respondents, however, agreed that it is important to provide 

more climate change related capacity-building to local governments, so that they can 

improve their understanding and hence enable them to effectively integrate climate 

change resilient concepts into their local development plans. A few local government 

respondents, on the other hand, told us that it would be useful for them to get training 

relating to ‘coordination and conflict resolution’ so they would be able to assist 

communities more effectively. 

4.4.3 VRA: Data, Data Collection Processes and Associated Challenges 

 

According to the research respondents, both projects used VRA as a tool in collecting 

local climate change information for local planning. Training on VRA was organised 

for facilitators to enable them to facilitate the VRA process, using a VRA guide for 

practitioners that was produced in the local language by the Small Grant Program and 
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the UNDP (see section 4.4.4 for more discussion about the guide). It was reported that 

the LGCC project offered the training to local governments: commune, district, and 

provincial. The NAPA-FU project targeted the project officials who were the 

counterparts from the provincial department of Agriculture, Water Resources and 

Meteorology, and Women’s Affairs for its VRA capacity-building activities. One 

national official of the NAPA-FU project reported having participated in the 

development of the VRA guide and hence was knowledgeable about the tool. Similarly, 

one national official of LGCC claimed to having practiced using this tool for some time 

in previous work. The officials were the VRA trainers for the projects. 

 

Many respondents from both projects who were involved in the VRA process described 

VRA as focus group discussions, where the general participants were villagers who 

were grouped according to their age groups and gender. Each group was composed of 

between 10 and 20 participants, according to a few NAPA-FU respondents. One 

respondent from LGCC project specified that the selected participants were preferably 

aged 40 years and above. The respondent explained, “the reason is that these people 

may hold more memories about local climatic events that happened in the past.” The 

gender-based group discussions were conducted to obtain the opinions and perspectives 

of both men and women. Additionally, the focus group discussions of the NAPA-FU 

also included groups of local governments (mixed genders and aged groups) in order to 

compare their opinions and perspectives with those of local communities. One NAPA-

FU respondent stated, “the reason for having local government groups is because we 

want to cross-check the opinions, especially in terms of local needs and proposed 

adaptation options, between local governments and communities.” The NAPA-FU 

project conducted VRA at the village scale, whereas LGCC conducted VRA at the 

commune scale. This difference may be because the NAPA-FU project was much 

longer and larger (in terms of funding) than the LGCC project, and hence had more time 

and resources to conduct specific community assessments.  

 

Concerning the process of conducting the focus group discussions, one NAPA-FU 

respondent reported that facilitators first informed participants about the purposes of the 

discussion. The discussions’ aim was to brainstorm ideas for local adaptations, using 



 

 

102 

 

trends of historical climate changes, particularly climatic extremes. One local 

government respondent who participated in the assessment as a participant confirmed 

the process, telling us that the VRA discussions analysed trends in changing climate, 

looking from the past to the present, then identified the needs and response options. One 

LGCC respondent elaborated that: 

we asked them to document climate extremes, such as floods and droughts 

in 1960s, 1970s, 1980s, 2000s and 2010s. We then asked them, according to 

the trends of past climate extremes, what climate condition by 2020 do you 

anticipate? The groups were then assigned to examine how the climatic 

extremes impacted their livelihoods at the present time and in the future (say 

in 2020). With the current and anticipated impacts of climate change or 

extremes on their livelihoods, the groups then discussed on what they can do 

to better cope with – identifying adaptation options. 

 

Another LGCC respondent added in relation to the discussion of local adaptation: 

we discussed what the lower land communes can do for flood preparedness, 

how they could live lives during floods, and what needed to be done after 

floods. The participants thought about improving houses’ quality, making 

boats so that communities still can run their business (a floating market) and 

live in their village during flooding. 

 

Research respondents identified a number of challenges in conducting VRA, which 

included a lack of public awareness in general and on climate change in particular, a 

lack of respondents’ participation, incomplete understanding of the tool of the 

facilitators, and issues related to using local knowledge that very much relies on 

memorisation (see Table 4.2). One respondent mentioned there was access difficulties 

to remote areas. Some of the issues mentioned can thus be addressed in the future to 

improve the quality of information so that it can be more reliable for local development 

planning. 
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Table 4.2 Challenges in using VRA 

Key challenges Number of respondents 

Lack of respondents’ participation 9 

Lack of public awareness on climate change 6 

Incomplete understanding of the tool of the facilitators 5 

Issues of using local knowledge 4 

 

The VRA facilitators found it difficult to establish interactions during group discussions 

due to a few reasons. According to many of the respondents, a prime cause of this 

challenge was that the communities have been demotivated by the lack of government 

support and view such discussions as unnecessary. One LGCC respondent told us, 

“there were difficulties in brainstorming ideas during meeting and discussions with 

local communities; they seemed to be discouraged by the fact that local governments 

cannot respond to their needs.” On the other hand, local governments were also 

discouraged by the lack of funding support for local development; a fact pointed out by 

another respondent during the VRA discussion: “we [commune governments] do not 

need to include many projects [adaptation measures] because they will not be supported 

anyway.” Other reasons that were mentioned by the respondents included the local 

communities being shy and afraid to talk in public; a lack of incentives to participate 

(e.g. no travelling allowances); and some villagers lived at remote farms, thus it was 

hard to invite and persuade them to join in the meetings. One NAPA-FU respondent, 

however, observed that communities that are highly vulnerable to climate change and 

disasters tended to be more participative and provided an example: “communities in the 

Thnot commune have suffered a shortage of water supply, the ponds dried up; they were 

willing to participate in addressing the issues.” 

 

A few respondents from NAPA-FU projects thought that it would be more effective to 

work through local governments, especially when inviting participants to the discussion. 

One respondent, however, specified that it was important to provide some incentives, 

especially operational budgets (e.g. for telephone fees, travel costs and meal allowances) 

to the local governments to facilitate and motivate them to do the work. This incentive 
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system has been practiced among NGOs but has been restricted among government 

organisations. The respondent stated further that, “we should understand this… Local 

governments also face a lot of difficulties for their living; meaning they also need to 

work for their living. Therefore, if the project provided them some daily supplementary 

allowance, as many NGOs do, they would be very willing to participate.” According to 

local respondents, commune governors receive a salary equivalent to about US $30 per 

month, whilst most of the council members work on a voluntary basis. 

 

The issue of the accuracy and validity of the information was raised as a major concern. 

One NAPA-FU respondent shared that, “the information collected was based on 

memories and perceptions, thus it could have a lot of biases unlike scientific 

information.” Another respondent observed that some participants could not recall the 

long ago historical climatic events. This can easily happen, given the fact that Cambodia 

has gone through many years of civil unrest, and hence peoples’ main attention had 

been directed elsewhere. Another respondent observed that some participants did not 

understand the discussion, they simply just raised their hand and followed what the 

others in the group did. One LGCC respondent suggested providing participants with 

sufficient time for discussion. Another respondent from the NAPA-FU project 

additionally recommended that discussions should be divided into a few sessions at 

different times, or even on different days, suggesting that, “farmers were not willing to 

participate in a long discussion because they also need to do their daily jobs, so we 

should not compress too many sessions within one day.” Although implementing these 

suggestions may need more resources and time, they are worth considering for future 

meetings. 

 

Weak public awareness in general and on climate change issues specifically was 

mentioned as another challenge in the VRA process. One respondent from the LGCC 

project reflected, “local communities were aware about climate disasters, but they could 

not think of what should be done to better respond to them.” Similar problems were 

encountered by the NAPA-FU project; as one respondent detailed, “farmer-participants 

could hardly understand the discussions, thus effective roles of the VRA facilitators are 

crucial.” One respondent suggested that given the complexity of the tool, discussions 
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should be assisted by visual banners and posters with relevant pictures. Yet, many of the 

facilitators also admitted that they did not fully understand the VRA tool themselves, 

limiting the discussion even more. One NAPA-FU respondent admitted, “with limited 

understanding and capacity of both participants and the facilitators, the discussions were 

not able to go far.” Another respondent told us that, “there were four questions that we 

asked. The last question was unclear to the facilitators, meaning we understood it 

differently and thus received different answers.”  

 

In addition to the challenges in collecting information, respondents of both projects 

pointed to ‘analysing and presenting the information – writing reports’ as the most 

difficult part of the VRA process. One LGCC respondent elaborated, “the capacity of 

our team in analysing the information and data is very insufficient. According to the 

VRA guidelines, the information analysis should be done by VRA facilitators, but, 

practically, even us at a national level also found it hard.” It was reported that the 

NAPA-FU project recruited an international consultant to assist in analysing and writing 

a VRA report for the first year, pointing to the need for more capacity-strengthening for 

officials at all levels. To address this, it may be helpful to also engage local universities 

and research institutes in the VRA process and training.  

 

The lack of understanding of the tool suggests the provided VRA trainings were not 

sufficient. Many of the VRA facilitators confirmed that they only received two days of 

training. There were resources and time constraints for the LGCC projects, which 

restricted the capacity-building. One respondent from the project told us that, “capacity-

building is an ad hoc component of the project.” The NAPA-FU projects provided more 

opportunities on capacity-building, as well as having more time to practice it. One 

NAPA-FU respondent told us, “we first organised a VRA discussion in five villages 

collectively (with more than 200 participants), but we learned that it was too much to 

manage, and later on, we conducted for individual villages.” Furthermore, many VRA 

facilitators of the NAPA-FU project claimed that they gained better understanding of 

the tool after practicing it a few times. One national level-NAPA-FU respondent, who 

had participated in many VRA processes, suggested that the facilitators should be 

knowledgeable about the tool and have good facilitation skills in order to conduct VRA 
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properly. Another reason for the lack of understanding could be due to the complexity 

of the tool. The following section examines the VRA guide that is used by the case 

study projects in detail. 

 

4.4.4 VRA Manual and Suggestion for Improvements  

 

An examination of the VRA practitioner guide, the key resource for VRA training, 

indicates some issues that make the tool hard to understand. The most obvious one is 

the lack of precision of language and inconsistency of the technical terminologies used 

(e.g. climate change versus climate extremes). The issue was compounded with a lack 

of detail and unclear and even confusing explanations and illustrative examples. For 

instance, the guide suggests using ‘random sampling’ without explaining what it is and 

how it might be done. This is not sufficient information to guide facilitators, especially 

if it is intended to be used by non-researchers. At a content level, the tool is composed 

of two components. The first component involves an analysis of trends of local climate 

conditions, together with trends in climate-induced vulnerability on local livelihoods, 

particularly that of agriculture. The second component is the use of a ‘H form’ (see an 

illustrative example in table 4.4) for analysing the impacts of the changes in climate 

conditions on local livelihoods. There are four questions in this section (see Box.4.1).  

 

 

Box 4.1 Guiding questions for the second component of the assessment 

1. Have you and your community been exposed to any climate related hazards, e.g. floods, 

drought, increasing temperature? And how have they impacted on your and your 

community’s livelihoods? 

2. If the intensity of the hazards is doubled, how will those hazards impact on your and 

your community’s livelihoods? 

3. What are the barriers and challenges that you and your community have encountered in 

responding to the hazards? What solutions do you think they are helpful for you and 

your community to cope better to the hazards? 

4. Please prioritize the solutions and rate your level of confidence that they will be 

achievable and sustainable? 

Source: (UNDP, 2012, p. 12) 
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The tables for the analysis of trends, as demonstrated by the illustrative examples, are 

confusing as they try to include assessment of impacts, frequency and durations of 

different climate hazards through a time series all in one table. This information may be 

easier to understand if a single table is used for each individual hazard, e.g. flood, 

drought, or windstorm (see Table 4.3 for example). Using a time series to analyse 

impact trends of changing climate conditions on local livelihoods is not the best option, 

as it can introduce biases since rural livelihoods change with time due to various drivers, 

such as market demand.  

 

Table 4.3 Proposed revised layout of table for analysing trend of an individual hazard 

such as floods 

Key criteria  Timeframe  
1980-1990 1991- 2000 2001-2010 2011- present 

Frequency (number of events per the 

given period of time)  

    

Duration (average number of days per 

event) 

    

Maximum height (metres)     

 

The second component, the ‘H-form’ is also confusing. First, the guiding questions are 

inconsistent with their illustrative examples. Table 4.4 is an example of an illustrative 

H-form table for the first question in Box 4.1. Yet, the questions presented in Box 4.1 

and Table 4.4 are not consistent. Also, most of the questions for the second component 

(Box 4.1) are applied with scale in the guidebook (see Table 4.4 as an example), and 

most of them are not appropriate. As indicated in Table 4.4, responses (solutions) to the 

impacts are also discussed here. Instead, they should be covered by the third question 

(see Box 4.1). The second question is a “what if” question, which involves very high 

uncertainty and can lead to overly emphasising climate change issues and disregarding 

other problems, such as forest protection, that are also important, given that most of 

rural Cambodian livelihoods are dependent on natural resources. Therefore, it is 

suggested that this question be deleted. 
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Table 4.4 Illustrative table on the first question in Box 4.1 

Threats Have you and your community exposed to 

any climate change presently? 

1 2 3 4 5 

Opportunities 

Solutions 

 

 

Source: (UNDP, 2012, p. 12) 

 

It is suggested that the second component of the assessment be simplified; a proposed 

tool for this component is summarised in a Table 4.5.  The revised table is designed for 

discussing the impacts of a specific hazard on a specific livelihood, such as droughts on 

rice cultivation. The exercise should be conducted for a few top priority livelihood 

options, against a few most severe local climate hazards, which will shorten the overall 

time of discussion. The impacts of climate hazards on key private and collective assets 

such as houses, schools, health care centres and natural fish habitats should also be 

included in the exercise. The questions should include a specific time frame as qualifier, 

say over the past five years (see caption of Table 4.5 for example). Using a scale should 

be avoided, because it can be very difficult for local facilitators. 

 

Table 4.5 Proposed revised layout of table for analysing the impacts of floods on dry 

season rice over the last five-year period 

Negative impacts of floods 

on dry season rice 

 

 

List the top three to five barriers and challenges that 

you and your communities have been confronted with 

in addressing the impacts of floods on dry season rice: 

 

 

 

 

Positive impacts of floods on 

dry season rice 

List the top three to five priority solutions that address 

the barriers and challenges identified above and to 

improve your livelihoods overall. 
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To do this exercise, it is important to first discuss the livelihoods the community 

considers high priority. The most severe climate hazards can be taken from the trend 

analysis above (the first component of the VRA). Participants should be asked to 

analyse the negative and positive impacts of climate hazards on these livelihood options. 

The analysis may draw their attention to opportunities that may result from the hazards, 

for instance, floods migrate fishes to local habitats where they can breed thus resulting 

in more natural fish stock, therefore, in this case they should consider protecting and 

expanding local fish habitats as one of their solutions. The analysis also helps them to 

realise that some of the negative impacts are hard to address, thus alternative options 

should be considered. For instance, rice may not be able to tolerate prolonged droughts, 

thus alternative crops that need shorter time or can tolerate drought better should be 

considered. After completing the VRA, participants should be able to trade-off their 

priority solutions by analysing the expected benefits of proposed individual solutions, 

the limitations in implementing them and their associated costs (e.g. investment and 

operational costs).  

 

4.5 Discussion 

 

The study identifies a number of institutions and governance issues in subnational 

planning in Cambodia. The complexity of the planning process, the lack of alignment of 

national and subnational plans and the restricted and uncertain funding are the main 

causes of the issues. For instance, the lack of local governments’ engagement in 

development projects that are implemented by line ministries or NGOs could result in a 

lack of ownership when the projects’ outcomes are transferred to local communities for 

management. Subsequently, it will raise the issues of legitimacy, accountability and 

sustainability: key governance issues of CCA (Adger et al., 2005; Lebel et al., 2006; 

Nelson et al., 2007). These issues also created misunderstandings and mistrust among 

key stakeholders, while the lack of government support made the communities wary 

about putting their trust in local governments. Trust is an important elements in building 

relationships (Nooteboom, 2007); thus, promoting collective actions that are important 

when addressing climate change vulnerability at the community level (Adger, 2003). 

Given that the current subnational planning is still in its pilot stage, the findings are 
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timely and useful and can be used to improve the existing system especially since, as 

Fukuyama (2002) argues, good institutions increase trust in society.  

 

The research respondents of both projects agreed that IP3 is an appropriate channel for 

mainstreaming climate change into local development plans. However, although the 

system to do so is in place, funding is required in order to mainstream CCA into local 

development in Cambodia. The availability of an adaptation or climate resilience top-up 

grant is critical, because with the existing commune fund, which insufficient to meet the 

basic CIP, there was no motivation for commune governments to consider making any 

changes to their response to climate change. The LGCC project was also faced with a 

short timespan for meeting its objectives. For this reason, the implementation duration 

was included as one of the criteria for assessing the top-up grant applications (see Table 

4.1). Adger et al. (2005) agrees with this, arguing that meeting objectives and outputs 

does not necessarily mean an adaptation project is successful. Respondents suggested 

that reasonable time be provided for implementation adaptation projects; this suggestion 

should be considered, especially by funding agencies, including the Cambodian Climate 

Change Trust Fund, which supports adaptation projects. 

 

The respondents also pointed out, there is a need for political commitment from the 

government at all levels. Firstly, it requires commitment from local governments 

themselves. The commitment of a chair of a provincial IP3 can positively influence the 

governance of lower-level governments. Given the lack of manpower of local 

governments, both projects recruited some project officials. For instance, the NAPA-FU 

recruited a provincial project coordinator to assist in the implementation, while the 

LGCC project recruited a local engineer to take care of the quality of funded 

infrastructure. The officials were reported as very important for the success of the 

projects. Secondly, it requires strong commitment from the national level project team, 

which might involve visiting project sites more frequently. National project officials in 

the project prioritisation workshop played an important role as provincial officials were 

not experienced enough to effectively manage development projects on their own. In 

addition to acknowledging the need for support from multi-level stakeholders for 

planning for climate change (Adger et al., 2005; Butler et al., 2013; Daniell et al., 2011; 



 

 

111 

 

Thomas & Twyman, 2005), this study provides an insight into how such institutional 

support was arranged in the context of least developed countries like Cambodia, where 

institutional capacity is limited. 

 

The project prioritisation workshop organised by the LGCC for integrating the climate 

resilient project into local development decision-making and planning process is 

participatory, which is apt when planning for climate change (Butler et al., 2014; 

Daniell et al., 2011; Wise et al., 2014). Furthermore, it can also be a model for assisting 

and empowering local governments for local development because the development 

fund was directly added to the commune fund; decisions were made by local 

governments themselves, thus assuring local priorities; and the full engagement of local 

governments in the process ensured equity, legitimacy and transparency. The process 

also provides an opportunity for local governments to share their experiences and 

knowledge, especially on how to develop project proposals. This capacity-strengthening 

is very important, given that Cambodia is highly dependent on overseas development 

assistance.  

 

This study found that there are many challenges in using the VRA tool, leading to 

concerns over the validity and accuracy of the information provided. If information is 

invalid or inaccurate, it can have misleading implications in policy application. These 

issues are of great concern, because VRAs have been conducted to inform local 

development in hundreds of villages in Cambodia. The literature (Ayers & Huq, 2009; 

CARE, 2009; Hiwasaki et al., 2014) suggests community knowledge and scientific 

information be integrated to improve the quality especially if it intends to inform large 

scale adaptation projects. Although an integration of scientific information into 

community knowledge may help improving its quality, it remains a challenge in 

Cambodia, given that Cambodia’s scientific capacity and communication are limited 

(Kian-Woon et al., 2010; Schwab, 2014). Thus, this study focuses on how to improve 

the tool (see Section 4.4) and the procedures to conduct VRA to improve the quality of 

the information.  
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Focus group discussions were used as a means to collect community knowledge in the 

case study projects and this approach fit well with the purpose of the VRA. As Richard 

and Mary (2000) indicate, a focus group discussion is appropriate for applied research 

that aims for decision-making, planning and needs assessment. From a technical point 

of view, some improvements can be done to increase the accuracy of the information. 

Firstly, the focus group discussion should not be crowded; between six and eight 

participants are recommended (Richard & Mary, 2000). Secondly, the research 

respondents suggested providing sufficient time for discussion – about 90 minutes for 

each session (Richard & Mary, 2000). If more time is required, the sessions should be 

divided into a series, as suggested by one respondent. In order to optimise information 

output, the literature also suggests that there should be three to four groups for one type 

of participant; however, there is a need to strike a balance between study design and the 

available resources (Richard & Mary, 2000). Therefore, project developers should bear 

this in mind when budgeting for the projects. Thirdly, instead of engaging large sample 

sizes, the assessment should take smaller but representative samples, which can be done 

by properly selecting the sample. Lastly, facilitators need to be well trained in both 

using the tool and how to facilitate. By the same token, it is important to raise the 

capacity of VRA facilitators as well as national project officials about the general 

concepts of adaptation. 

  

From an organisational perspective, the VRA team should be composed of multi and 

interdisciplinary members and be facilitated by a research institute. The role of 

researchers and scientists in planning for climate change is underlined in the literature 

(cf.Füssel, 2007; Lemos & Morehouse, 2005; Veraart & Bakker, 2009). It is suggested 

that the team be composed of representatives from commune governments, preferably 

commune assistants, relevant specialised departments and NGO members, and be led by 

relevant local universities or research institutes at least until the local facilitators are 

knowledgeable enough to lead it themselves. The engagement of the researchers also 

addresses the concerns over data analysis and writing. Moreover, as they have 

participated in the whole research process, they should be able to produce research 

reports that are more accurate than what latterly recruited consultants can produce. 

Another benefit of engaging local researchers in the VRA process is that they can 
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facilitate and promote shared learning, which is an imperative benefit of the assessments 

(Yuen et al., 2013). Finally, given the lack of local research capacity, the engagement 

offers opportunities for building the capacity of local researchers and their 

corresponding research institutes. 

 

In addition to generating climate-evidence for local development planning, the VRA 

should also be used as a platform to promote social learning among relevant 

stakeholders and communities. One of the aims of the VRA was to raise farmers’ 

awareness about local development in the face of climate change (UNDP, 2012), which 

was in practice translated into raising communities’ awareness about climate change. It 

may be more useful to use this platform to promote climate-smart farmers and/or 

villages. Given the fact that most farming in Cambodia is done on a household scale, 

meaning that decision-making occurs on an individual basis, raising the awareness of 

individuals on climate-smart agriculture can facilitate the changes. As Howden et al. 

(2007) stress, to overcoming barriers to adaptation requires a broad range of policies, 

from individual awareness to the development of efficient market strategies.  

 

The proposed approaches for the VRA (see Section 4.4) would help triggering 

communities towards necessary adjustments and diversifying livelihood options and 

transformation processes (Butler et al., 2014; Nelson et al., 2007). There are a number 

of adaptation projects that have been piloted and demonstrated, especially in the field of 

agriculture and water resources management. The NAPA-FU project is a good example 

of a local project that aims to pilot a number of adaptation technologies for agriculture 

and community water resources development. At this point in time, some lessons and 

good adaptation practices should have been generated, and it is useful to share these 

with communities through VRA processes in order to encourage and facilitate them to 

become climate-smart farmers. To do so effectively, the VRA facilitators should 

therefore be composed of an interdisciplinary team. It may also be mutually beneficial 

to provide opportunity for agriculture students to be involved in such projects. 
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Future Work 

Both of the case study projects have been scaled up. The LGCC project’s second phase 

covered two provinces (Takao and Battambang), including seven districts and one 

municipality. This second phase received a total funding of US$1.2 million from the 

Swedish International Development Agency to cover a period from mid-2012 to the end 

of 2014 (National Committee for Sub-national Democratic Development Secretariat, 

2013). Similarly, NAPA-FU’s second phase has been implemented from September 

2013 to the end of 2015, with funding amounting to about US$2.6 million; contributed 

mainly from the Canadian International Development Agency (UNDP, n.d). The 

community-based adaptation program of the UNDP also uses the VRA tool for the same 

purpose, though the projects were implemented by the NGOs. It is therefore important 

and interesting to further investigate how these projects addressed the many challenges 

that were identified in this study. There is also a need for more studies to improve on 

the tool or investigate others that have been used elsewhere, as these tools are extremely 

useful, especially in least developed countries where scientific capacity is limited. 

 

4.6 Conclusion 

 

The study suggests that the IP3 system is an appropriate channel for mainstreaming 

climate change in subnational planning in the study provinces with commune 

development plans as the foundation. There are a number of constraints that restrict the 

effective mainstreaming of climate change into local development in Cambodia, which 

include large development deficit, lack of alignment between national and local 

development plans, and lack of institutional capacity, including scientific capacity. The 

case study projects demonstrate a number of mechanisms for integrating climate change 

concerns into local development decision-making and planning in this constrained 

situation. A project selection workshop of the LGCC project is a good model for 

integrating climate change concerns into decision-making and planning processes, as 

well as for assisting and empowering local governments for local development. Such 

integration provides two main advantages. Firstly, it raises the awareness and capacity 

of local governments in many areas, including proposal development, planning and 

budgeting, in addition to awareness on climate change and climate resilient 
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development. Secondly, it facilitates the growing culture of evidence-based planning in 

general, and for climate change in particular. 

 

There were many challenges in undertaking vulnerability reduction assessments, 

resulting in concern over the issues of the accuracy and validity of the assessment 

results. In response to these, this study provides some suggestions for improving the 

assessment guide as well as the conducts of the assessment. From a technical point of 

view, the assessment is more useful for non-infrastructure projects, for example 

agriculture, because in addition to the relevance and usefulness of its results, the VRA is 

a platform for experience-sharing between local communities, local governments and 

specialised departments (in the case of NAPA-FU) and, in the process, can raise local 

awareness of climate change and adaptation. There will be substantial benefits if the 

platform can create climate-smart farmers and villages (Füssel, 2007). Another 

advantage of the assessment is that it can act as a platform for enabling local 

governments and communities to work together, thus facilitating collective ideas as well 

as building relationships and trust, which are important when addressing climate 

vulnerabilities (Adger, 2003).  

 

 

In summary, this chapter examines methods in collecting community knowledge and 

models in integrating it into local development planning and decision-making processes 

that were employed by the case study projects. This alternative source of information, 

although not scientific, is important for local planning for climate change because 

Cambodia’s scientific capacity is limited. Given the importance of the community 

knowledge in local planning for climate change, the chapter scrutinises the climate 

change information-generation tool, procedures, and key actors that should be engaged 

in the collecting of such information, with the overall aim of improving it for future use. 

Also, through examination of subnational planning systems, the study suggests that the 

IP3 is an appropriate channel for integrating climate change concerns into subnational 

development plans with commune development plans are the entry points. This chapter 

overall reflects on two key components of the study’s conceptual framework: the 

institutions and governance, and the institutional mechanisms/applications that are 

appropriate for local development planning. Additionally, the chapter also briefly 
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discusses on the issues of climate resilient top-up grants and capacity-building which 

relate to ‘enabling factors’, the other component of the study’s conceptual framework.  

 

The following chapter discusses the institutional mechanisms/applications and 

communication strategies for narrowing research and policy development to thus 

enabling and promoting (climate) evidence-based planning for Cambodia from the 

perspective of national-level respondents.  
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5. Narrowing Gaps between Research and Policy Development in 

Climate Change Adaptation Work in the Water Resources and 

Agriculture Sectors of Cambodia 

 

5.1 Introduction 

 

Planning for climate change adaptation requires a great deal of information (Carter et al., 

2007; Moss et al., 2008; UNFCCC, 2006; Veraart & Bakker, 2009). Lebel (2014) 

argues that the lack of evidence-based CCA practices results from relevant knowledge 

being inaccessible, unused or missing. Incomplete knowledge of current vulnerability, 

uncertainties about projected future vulnerabilities and the cross-cutting nature of CCA 

work creates additional information-related challenges for adaptation planning. Gaps 

between research and policy in these situations are very likely unless there are strong 

linkages between research and policy communities. 

 

Participatory approaches are important for adaptation planning (Butler et al., 2013; 

Daniell et al., 2011; Wise et al., 2014) as they can support social learning and lead to the 

co-production of knowledge (Armitage et al., 2011; Preston et al., 2013). Lemos and 

Morehouse (2005) argue that the interactions between researchers and stakeholders in 

the co-production process facilitate their understanding about co-produced knowledge 

and its applications and practical value. The interactions also allow stakeholders to 

exchange information, share learning and build relationships and trust, thereby 

promoting collective adaptation actions (Armitage et al., 2011; Lemos & Morehouse, 

2005; Yuen et al., 2013).  

 

Introducing knowledge intermediaries is another mechanism to enable the linking of 

research and policy development. Knowledge intermediaries facilitate the use of 

available information for policy development (Dobbins et al., 2009; Fisher, 2010; Jones 

et al., 2009; Meyer, 2010). Knowledge intermediaries may also build the capacity of 

research and policy communities (Dobbins et al., 2009; Jones et al., 2009), build 

relationships between researchers and knowledge users as well as with relevant 

networks (Dobbins et al., 2009; Fisher, 2010; Meyer, 2010), and create a culture of 
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using information for policy development (Meyer, 2010). In the context of CCA, 

incomplete knowledge and uncertainties imply there is a strong need for continual 

review and learning as well as robust decision-making strategies (Dessai & Hulme, 

2007; Linham & Nicholls, 2010; Veraart & Bakker, 2009). Knowledge intermediaries 

may be especially important for developing nations in which local research capacity and 

policy stakeholders’ understanding on the issues are limited (Jones et al., 2009).  

 

Traditional modes of communicating research to policy stakeholders, for example, 

disseminating research reports to policy stakeholders, although often ineffective, remain 

an established practice, due perhaps to their familiarity and fact they do not require 

much additional effort. Finch (1986) indicates three main gaps in the communication 

process which warrant attention for effective uptake of research results. The first gap is 

an organisational gap which includes the difference in timescale between research 

activities and the period of time policymakers can wait for information and the status of 

the researchers, which may be lower than that of the policymakers, thus making it hard 

to influence them. The second one is a cultural gap, which includes the difference in 

ways of thinking and language used by researchers and policymakers. The third gap is 

the difference in the interests and concerns of research and policy communities. Finch 

(1986) suggests that productive personal contact between researchers and influential 

persons in the policy-making process can result in more effective communication of 

research to policy.  

 

Two-way communication, or dialogue, between researchers and policy stakeholders is 

usually more effective than one-way communication (Geoffrey, 2007; Pretty & Ward, 

2001) and important to narrowing research–policy gaps. Science-based stakeholder 

dialogue is a path for linking research and practice, urging stakeholders to share 

learning and thinking and to begin working collaboratively (Welp et al., 2006). Welp et 

al. (2006) define science-based stakeholder dialogue as a structured communication 

processes connecting scientists and policy stakeholders, for instance, through 

conferences, workshops and facilitated discussion. Füssel and Klein (2006) also suggest 

that it is crucial to maintain constant dialogue between researchers and relevant 

stakeholders as part of adaptation policy assessment. 
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Although a national climate change strategic plan has recently been developed in 

Cambodia to assist mainstreaming climate change into sectoral development plans, in 

practice, planning remains challenging due to the many limitations, for instance, lack of 

relevant information, resources and cooperation among stakeholders (Dany et al., 2014). 

This chapter aims to facilitate the strengthening of research and policy development of 

CCA in the Cambodian water resources and agriculture sectors. It pays special attention 

to planning processes that take into consideration climate-related vulnerabilities or 

climate-informed planning.  

 

The research question of this chapter is how can the linkages between research/science 

and CCA policy development within the water resources and agriculture sectors in 

Cambodia be strengthened? The term ‘policy development’ in this chapter refers to the 

formulation of the policy documents and the implementation of such policies. The term 

‘policy stakeholders’ in this chapter refers to policymakers, planners and practitioners 

collectively.  

 

The chapter is comprised of three main sections. Firstly, it presents stakeholders’ 

observations and views regarding the present status of research and policy development. 

Secondly, it identifies associated the barriers and challenges to better linkages. Finally, 

it explores possibilities for strengthening the linkages and narrowing the gaps between 

research and policy development.  

 

5.2 Data Collection and Analysis 

 

The data collection process involved conducting interviews with relevant participants 

(see Section 1.6) The interview questions relevant for this study component include 

questions number 12, 13, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, and 38 in the Appendix B. It was developed 

with the assumption that water resources and agriculture-related stakeholders had used 

relevant research information to inform policy development and planning. The guide 

was thus designed specifically to focus on the use of climate-related information. After 

testing the guide by completing a few interviews with government officials, it became 
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clear that this assumption was not correct – current planning practices depended very 

much on experience and observations. Additionally, government respondents indicated 

that they were not working on any CCA projects, thus no climate-related information 

was used. For this reason, the questions were changed strategically to focus on the use 

of research information more generally. Only the respondents who confirmed having 

used some research information for the development of policies or plans were asked for 

further detail, exploring if they used any climate change related information.  

 

After the interviews were completed, the interview notes and key observations were 

reviewed and summarised using the interview guide and translated into English. 

Aspects of the digitally recorded interviews were transcribed where taken notes were 

not fully completed. Follow-up interview or queries were conducted for a small number 

of respondents whose first interview did not obtain sufficient information. Also, there 

were a few respondents who had comprehensive knowledge and experience to share 

which could not be covered within one interview, thus follow-up interviews were 

organised. The interview summaries were sent by email to the respondents for feedback 

and confirmation of their accuracy. Generally the respondents agreed with the 

summaries, and answered additional questions if requested. After amendments were 

made where necessary, the interview information was analysed using the NVivo 

software program (version 10).  

 

The information was firstly autocoded according to the questions set in the interview 

guide. Coding of subthemes was done according to what emerged from the interview 

transcripts and was organised according to the themes identified by the relevant 

literature. For instance, strategies in narrowing research and policy include (but are not 

limited to) the promotion of science-based dialogue and discussion (Bohm, 1996; Jones 

et al., 2009; Preston et al., 2013; Welp et al., 2006), knowledge intermediaries (Dobbins 

et al., 2009; Fisher, 2010; Meyer, 2010) and the co-production of knowledge (Armitage 

et al., 2011; Lemos & Morehouse, 2005; Preston et al., 2013; Yuen et al., 2013). The 

patterns in responses and views were presented quantitatively and substantiated by 

pertinent narratives or illustrative quotes.  
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5.3 Results 
 

5.3.1 Observations and Views on Linkages between Research and Policy 

 

About two-thirds of the respondents, especially those from DPs and research 

organisations, indicated that there is a huge gap between research and policy 

formulation in Cambodia’s water resources and agriculture sectors. One academic 

described the situation: “the two types of bodies [research and policy organisations] are 

just like water and oil - they always have different interests.” The respondent further 

commented that policymakers perceive that research organisations usually just criticise 

their work. However, a few respondents observed that the gap between research 

organisations and policy stakeholders was not obvious or did not exit, noting that 

policymaking individuals and organisations also conduct research projects for their 

policy development. Most of the departments of MAFF and MOWRAM, for instance, 

had their own research units, with some functioning and others not due to a lack of 

resources. 

 

Research and policy implementation were also reported to be very separate. Some 20 

per cent of the respondents indicated that there was little connection between 

researchers and practitioners. Two respondents observed that the gap between the 

MAFF’s researchers (and also planners) and companies that import agricultural inputs 

(e.g. chemical fertilisers, and seeds) was very wide. The respondents reported that some 

companies distributed imported seeds to markets before being laboratory-tested and 

approved by MAFF’s specialised departments. They explained that the seeds can be 

inappropriate for local environments or cause negative effects on local species (e.g. 

through cross-pollination with wild populations), thus appropriate laboratory and field 

tests are required.  

 

Another academic respondent considered the lack of engagement of local communities 

in CCA-related studies as a gap between research and policy development, explaining 

that research should have an important role in bringing out the voices and experiences 

of communities. The respondent stated, “sometimes we [researchers] discussed a lot 
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about CCA but important stakeholders were absent, like farmers, who are the most 

vulnerable group and have generations of experience in addressing climate stresses.” 

 

The connection between research and policy in the agriculture sector, however, was 

claimed to be good by four respondents, all of whom were from MAFF. One respondent 

claimed that “the Minister of Agriculture, Mr Chan Sarun, always consults with 

research institutes – like Cambodian Agriculture Research and Development Institute.” 

According to this respondent, the policy on rice exports introduced new rice varieties 

and agricultural technologies that have resulted from Cambodian Agriculture Research 

and Development Institute’s research projects. 

 

Within the fisheries subsector, linking research and policy were reported to occur via 

the TWG on fisheries. A TWG is a government–donor coordination body facilitating 

the implementation of national strategic development plans and aid effectiveness in 

Cambodia. TWGs are chaired by key government organisations and facilitated by one 

of the key funding agencies for that respective sector. It was reported that the Fisheries 

Administration’s research institutes always held discussions with a research review 

committee of the TWG on Fisheries (a project-based committee) regarding study design, 

methods, analysis and the results of studies. One Fisheries Administration’s respondent 

further claimed that since the establishment of the TWG on fisheries, harmony has 

improved among fisheries stakeholders in terms of the integrity of research and the 

transparency in use of research findings. 

 

Linkages between research and implementation were also reported to occur via applied 

(pilot and demonstration) research projects where the relevant stakeholders (i.e. 

provincial agriculture officials, local authorities, and farmers) were jointly engaged in 

the research process. Three respondents from academia, DPs and MAFF reported 

having participated in a regional research project, Developing multi-scale adaptation 

strategies for farming communities in Cambodia, Laos, Bangladesh and India, 

implemented by the Australian Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research 

Organisation.  
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Two academic respondents mentioned working directly with agricultural students to 

provide them with agricultural engineering and technological knowledge and skills, 

such as plant breeding and farming systems, as a means to bridge research (or science) 

and policy implementation. It was explained that this is because the students are likely 

be recruited as agriculture officials for governments or an NGO after the completion of 

their studies. One of the respondents reported that the Centre for Study and 

Development in Agriculture works to promote agricultural students who want to 

become self-employed in agricultural farming businesses by providing them with 

technical and practical training as well as seed funding support.  

 

Half of the respondents agreed it is essential to narrow research-policy gaps. The 

respondents also acknowledged the important role of research organisations in policy 

development, suggesting that local universities should strengthen their research capacity. 

One government respondent stated that, “if we have relevant information, we will be 

able to make better decisions in term of what technologies (e.g. rice varieties, and 

cropping techniques) should be introduced for specific areas.” Another academic 

respondent agreed, saying that policy development should be informed by scientific 

studies, giving an example of the newly developed policy on rice exporting:  

The policy sets targets unrealistically because it was not informed by 

scientific studies and I think it is very likely to fail… although we have 

large surface areas for agriculture, we do not have enough irrigation systems 

– water is abundant in the rainy season but short in the dry season. I have 

also noticed that many irrigation systems in Cambodia are not functional 

and consist of only main canals. The lack of subcanals implies water must 

be pumped from main canals to paddies, thus requiring additional 

investments (for pumps and fuel) that add to the costs of production, which 

many farmers cannot afford. 

 

5.3.2 Barriers and Challenges in Narrowing the Research–Policy Gap 

 

One of the main findings of this research is that the limited implementation of 

governmental policies and plans in the water resources and agriculture sectors in 
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Cambodia is one of the major barriers to improving the connection between research 

and policy. The reason given was that, with little implementation, there is no incentive 

to seek additional information or to do research. About 50 per cent of the respondents, 

especially those from government ministries, pointed to the lack of implementation of 

plans as a main reason for the gap. Because of the low rates of implementation, 

respondents from MAFF and MOWRAM did not feel it was necessary to have 

evidence-based plans and strategies. They explained that only a limited amount of the 

annual activities proposed were funded. A small number of respondents reported that 

they were reluctant to develop plans for their departments as they had not received any 

money from the government for implementation over the last few years. Experience and 

observation-based plans were generally perceived to be sufficient in this situation. 

 

In the current planning process, although the development of annual activities plans was 

informed by the ministry’s five-year development plan, the proposed activities and 

projects were based on experiences and field observations of department-planners (the 

director or deputy directors of departments). One MAFF respondent confirmed this, 

saying that, “because annual agricultural development plans were developed based on 

experiences and field observations, we do not need much scientific information for it.” 

Another MAFF respondent, however, said, “at the present time, we do not need 

information to inform the planning process; in the future we may…” Although this 

respondent agreed with others that the experience and observation-based planning is 

sufficient at the present time, s/he seemed to expect that planning practices will become 

more evidence-based in the future. 

 

Some 20 per cent of the respondents, especially those from DPs, commented on the lack 

of suitable information as the reason for the lack of connection between research and 

policy. One DP respondent argued that if Cambodia’s water resources and agriculture 

sectors want to apply more climate-informed planning, they will need a great deal more 

climate-related information, noting that: 

Climate change vulnerabilities are different from one region to another, thus 

we need to understand local climate hazards, high risk areas, and adaptation 

measures. For example, a community may suffer more from droughts than 
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floods, but in reality because flood has more immediate impacts it is ‘noisy’, 

making it easy to call for assistance; drought is ‘silent’ because it takes time 

to manifest itself, thus it is harder to get support.  

 

The situation of how current climate-related information is generated, communicated 

and used was described by one DP respondent as: 

The information is scattered and not well organised. It is just like we have 

ingredients to cook but in some instances they were insufficiently cooked or 

improperly cooked thus the food was not of reasonable quality, while in 

other instances, they were cooked but food was not marketed enough. For 

example, there was a study to map (index) climate vulnerabilities of 710 

communes, but there has been lack of communication to make use of the 

information, especially in policy and planning development.  

The respondents further commented on the ineffective and inefficient use of limited 

research resources, explaining that research projects were implemented by various 

organisations and individuals and easily duplicated. One academic respondent noted, 

“many individuals and organisations undertake research studies without knowing who is 

doing what.” Other respondents confirmed that their organisations had implemented 

small research projects for informing their organisations’ policies, programs and 

projects.  

 

Some 25 per cent of the respondents, especially those from academic institutions and 

DPs, pointed to organisational and cultural gaps as barriers to linking research and 

policy development within the Cambodian water resources and agriculture sectors. The 

organisational issues that were observed by the respondents include the low status of 

research organisations and differences in time scale between research and policy. The 

cultural gaps as mentioned by respondents are that policymakers were not accustomed 

to evidence-based planning. One DP respondent argued that, “even the highest 

government policies, such as the Rectangular Strategy, were not developed on the basis 

of any research information.”  
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Three respondents mentioned the resistance of policymakers to research results, 

especially for issues relating to transparency and accountability in policy 

implementation. One academic respondent stated that “the gaps between researchers 

and policymakers were wider once research projects uncovered sensitive issues, for 

instance, related to land and forest concessions.” This suggests that concerns with 

transparency and accountability in policy implementation could be one of the 

underlying barriers to linking research and policy. Consistent with this interpretation is 

the view of some respondents that there was strong interest and willingness of 

policymakers to take on research results relating to technological options that did not 

deal with sensitive issues, for instance new rice varieties that are more tolerant to floods 

and droughts.  

 

Two DP respondents also observed the frustration felt by policymakers who want to 

achieve results to showcase to the public for political motives (e.g. election campaigns) 

but had to wait for supporting evidence. For this reason, the respondents thought that 

policymakers are unlikely to practice evidence-based planning as it takes longer than 

conventional planning. One respondent noted that “policymakers want to see the results 

quickly, they cannot wait for long, say 10 or 20 years, while climate evidence-based 

planning could take considerable time to see the impacts or benefits.” The respondent 

explained that evidence-based planning needs more time as it requires more stakeholder 

consultation and research. Another respondent explained evidence-based planning as a 

combination of newly conducted research and implementing the project or program 

based on those findings. This explanation is consistent with common practice in 

development projects in Cambodia, where research is undertaken to inform project 

implementation. However, this perspective can be misleading as it is unnecessary to 

conduct research for every project; using available research information, where it is 

available, is more resource-effective. 

 

5.3.3 Addressing the Challenges 

 

In order to strengthen evidence-based planning in the Cambodian water resources and 

agriculture sectors, respondents (especially those from DPs and academic institutions) 
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proposed a number of measures. The majority suggested that local research institutions 

need to be strengthened so as to be able to provide more accurate and appropriate 

information to policy stakeholders. Respondents also pointed to the need for improving 

research communication skills, the co-production of knowledge in CCA work and the 

establishment of climate change knowledge intermediaries (Table 5.1).  

 

The low capacity and status of local research organisations was acknowledged by nearly 

60 per cent of the respondents. One government official interviewed even predicted that 

research capacity within the water resources and agriculture sectors will be weakened in 

the future, because many students prefer management courses. In regards to the low 

status of research organisations, one MAFF respondent said, “local research institutes 

and universities can only provide minor assistance to policy development because they 

lack resources,” while another DP individual noted that, “some research provides 

inappropriate recommendations.” Therefore, the respondents thought that it was critical 

that local academic institutions and individual researchers strengthen their research 

capacity. It was explained that by doing so, research organisations would gain 

credibility, thus building trust about the services they provide to policy stakeholders.  

 

Table 5.1 Respondents’ suggestions for bridging research–policy development gaps in 

Cambodia 

Suggestions Percentage of 

respondents (n=28) 

Strengthening the research capacity of local universities 57 

Strengthening research communication skills 39 

Co-production of CCA knowledge 29 

Establishing CCA knowledge intermediary 11 

 

 

Nearly 40 per cent of the respondents pointed to the need for improving research 

communication strategies as way to enhance the use of research for policy development. 

One academic respondent stated, “researchers should have good communication skills 

and be patient.” The respondent further suggested that research reports should be 

written in a language that does not sound critical, otherwise policymakers will resist or 
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ignore it. With balanced, objective and neutral language, research organisations and 

researchers can build good relationships with government ministries and thus be able to 

inform policy development with their evidence-based findings. The Cambodian 

Development Resources Institute was mentioned as having done well in this respect. 

 

There were two main research communication strategies common in practice as 

indicated by respondents whose organisations implemented research projects (including 

academic institutions, government and DP organisations). Disseminating research 

reports to policy stakeholders was mentioned by more than 80 per cent of the 

respondents, and research–policy dialogue events (e.g. dissemination workshops, 

seminars, and conferences) was mentioned by more than 60 per cent of them. According 

to the respondents, dissemination workshops were generally organised when funding 

was available. Personal contact and engaging policy stakeholders in research projects 

were mentioned by some respondents from academic institutions.  

 

Disseminating policy briefs instead of full research reports was reported to be a recent 

practice by some local research organisations like the Cambodian Development 

Resources Institute. The respondents observed that the approach was effective and 

suggested it be applied more widely. They emphasised that the policy briefs should be 

between two to four pages and written in local and simple language that can be easily 

understood by policy stakeholders. Most government respondents, especially senior 

officials, indicated a printed document was appropriate for them because they had 

limited access to the Internet as well as not being accustomed to downloading and 

reading online.  

 

According to respondents, research–policy dialogue in Cambodia was often ineffective 

because generally technical officials were sent to attend dialogue events. Getting 

policymakers’ participation in such dialogues was claimed to be difficult. One academic 

stated, “a key challenge here is that we [dialogue organisers] were not able to access to 

high-level policymakers.” The respondents observed that the presence of the Prime 

Minister in the research–policy dialogue was influential in attracting attention of high-

level policymakers (e.g. ministers and the secretaries of state of line ministries). 
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However the presence of the Prime Minister only happened in large events such as 

development forums and national climate change forums that were only organised 

infrequently.  

 

Personal contacts were also used to reach high-level decision-makers. One academic 

respondent reported having successfully organised a policy round table discussion with 

relevant policymakers by using their personal contacts. Similarly, two other academic 

respondents reported using relationships with influencers as a channel to communicate 

research results to policymakers. One of them recounted: “the research team aimed to 

convey the research results to MAFF’s Minister, but we could not access him, so I took 

the result to discuss with my rector who had good relationship with him.” Another 

respondent reported to having used the secretariat office (recruited by the funding 

agency) as a channel, saying that “we kept the secretariat office informed about the 

research: design, analysis and results because they have more access to policymakers.” 

 

Nearly 30 per cent of the respondents, mainly from academic institutions, pointed out 

that it was effective to communicate research information to policy stakeholders by 

engaging them in the research process. One respondent argued that “it is important to 

engage policymakers in the research process; this approach is highly effective in 

informing policymakers.” Another respondent observed that Ministry of Planning 

tended to use research information more when they were engaged in the research 

process. Another respondent reported to having engaged policymakers as project 

steering committee members in research projects as a way to share research information 

with them. Engaging policymakers in research process creates shared learning and 

common interest as well as opportunities to co-produce knowledge.  

 

To strengthen connections between research and practice, about half of the respondents 

suggested that research projects should engage subnational government, especially the 

agricultural extension workers who work directly with farmers in vulnerable 

communities. Some of the respondents also suggested that local academic institutions 

should assist water resources and agricultural-specialised departments, including the 

Department of Agricultural Extension, in disseminating research results. 



 

 

130 

 

 

Three DP respondents suggested that knowledge intermediaries be developed to assist 

with collating relevant information and communicating it to relevant stakeholders. One 

of them proposed that the CCD works as this bridging body as it has relevant expertise. 

Funding agencies were mooted as a possible option by two other respondents; however, 

no specific funding agency was named. 

 

Research respondents also suggested a number of enabling factors that would facilitate 

more evidence-based planning in Cambodia. For example, a ‘result-based approach’, 

already piloted by some ministries, including MAFF, was mentioned by 25 per cent of 

the respondents. One academic respondent argued that, “as the government has 

introduced a results-based approach, there will be more demand for research because 

research will direct them towards results.” Two academic respondents noticed 

increasing interests of funding agencies in promoting evidence-based planning in 

Cambodia, giving the example of the WB’s support for strengthening the research 

capacity of local universities. This research capacity-strengthening enables local 

academic institutions to produce more accurate research information for policy 

stakeholders, and thus will build their credibility as a knowledge provider to policy 

stakeholders. In addition to these ongoing efforts, some 70 per cent of respondents 

suggested ‘mainstreaming climate change into development policies’ in order to 

facilitate climate-informed development. Furthermore, some 50 per cent of the 

respondents suggested providing CCA-related capacity-building for relevant 

stakeholders to enable them to practice climate-informed development planning.  

 

5.4 Discussion 

 

Although there were contrasting viewpoints expressed by respondents, the study found 

that overall, evidence-based policy development is limited in the Cambodian water 

resources and agriculture sectors. This is not a surprising finding, however, given that 

Cambodia is a least developed country with poorly developed local research and science 

facilities (Kian-Woon et al., 2010; Schwab, 2012). A broader study investigating 

research–policy linkage in developing countries had similar results (Jones et al., 2009). 
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There are notions suggesting that Cambodian planning practices will become more 

evidence-based. This is supported by the introduction of results-based approach within 

the government’s system and the increasing interest of funding agencies in narrowing 

research and policy gaps by supporting the strengthening of local research capacity will 

facilitate such changes. The government’s commitment to good governance, thus 

improving transparency and accountability, is also supportive of such a change. 

Moreover, some stakeholders valued evidence-based planning and seemed to have 

prepared for it. 

 

Different stakeholder groups pointed to different challenges in connecting research and 

policy development in Cambodia. The respondents from government organisations 

pointed to the lack of implementation of development plans as a reason for the gap 

between research and policy, while those from DPs commented on the lack of relevant 

information as a key challenge. Respondents from academic institutions generally 

pointed to issues relating to the communication of research. 

 

The challenge of lack of implementation of development plans has several causes, but is 

primarily an issue of funding. Due to insufficient funding, governmental plans were 

only partly implemented. For this reason government respondents did not see the need 

to have evidence-based planning. This finding suggests that the water resources and 

agriculture development plans were unrealistic, with a large mismatch between 

proposed activities, projects and programs and available budgets. Although one may 

argue that all of the water resources and agriculture development plans and the national 

development plans overall aim to guide overseas development assistance to Cambodia, 

this mismatch remains a concern. Firstly, it undermines the value and credibility of 

government plans and policies and secondly, it weakens the motivation and legitimacy 

of government officials. 

 

In current planning, government budget covers only about 10 per cent of the total 

amount required for implementing national development plans (Sato, Shiga, Kobayashi, 

& Kondoh, 2011), thus it is assumed that the 90 per cent of the budget will be covered 
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by overseas development assistance. Securing overseas development assistance, 

however, is a challenge and relevant officials (e.g. department-planners) need to have 

appropriate knowledge to do it. Therefore, it is important to build the capacity of 

departmental directors, deputy directors and key officials with planning and fundraising 

roles so they will be able to secure external funding support to implement their plans. 

Furthermore, given that only a limited budget is available for implementing policies 

concerning water resources and agriculture, ministry plans should be scoped down to be 

realistic and implementable. 

 

The findings that there was a lack of adequate relevant information for planning and 

weak research capacity of local academic institutions were not surprising. Previous 

studies (Dany et al., 2014; Kian-Woon et al., 2010; Schwab, 2012) have also indicated 

these difficult situations for not only issues relating to climate change but also other 

sectors in Cambodia. These issues need to be addressed in order to promote evidence-

based planning in Cambodia. Given the fact that the government does not allocate any 

budget for research and science, strengthening the research capacity of local academic 

institutions is a considerable challenge and it may take time in order for them to be able 

to provide quality services to policy stakeholders unless funding agencies are willing to 

support some selected public universities (e.g. the RUA) to develop relevant research 

programs that are necessary for agriculture development, especially taking into 

consideration climate vulnerabilities. Lebel (2014) argues that developing appropriate 

and relevant research agendas for CCA is a critical challenge. Therefore, it is suggested 

that the development of the CCA research agenda in Cambodia should be done in close 

consultation with respective ministry long-term development policies and national and 

sectoral climate change strategies. 

 

Another challenge is the need to use available resources for research more effectively. 

This is a challenge because research projects in Cambodia are implemented by many 

organisations under different programs and collaborations. One way to reduce 

duplication would be to revise organisational roles and mandates, for example, 

allocating research work to local academic institutions rather than government 

ministries or DPs. Another way is to develop a collaborative research program, as some 
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respondents suggested, including, for example, the Cambodian Agriculture Research 

and Development Institute, RUA and the General Directorate of Agriculture. 

 

Only a few respondents suggested knowledge intermediaries for facilitating evidence-

based planning in Cambodia; this is an unexpected finding. Building the capacity of 

local academic institutions requires extensive resources and time, therefore introducing 

knowledge intermediaries to facilitate research and policy is seen as necessary (at least 

for the short term). It is necessary because there is a demand for relevant quality 

information for water resources and agriculture development, especially in the face of 

climate change; there is limited local information available, in general, and even less 

that is CCA-specific (e.g. climate change and impacts projections for water resources); 

local research capacity is limited and has progressed slowly; and the lack of experience 

in evidence-based planning of Cambodian policymakers requires proactive and constant 

communication and dialogue. The modest level of support for the notion of knowledge 

intermediaries may be due to the stakeholders’ unfamiliarity with and/or limited 

understanding of the concept.  

 

In practice, both international and local consultants have played roles as knowledge 

intermediaries sharing knowledge (Fisher, 2010; Jones et al., 2009; Meyer, 2010) with 

relevant policy stakeholders. They assisted policy stakeholders in developing policies, 

plans programs and project documents, as well as implementation in some cases. A 

prime concern in using consultants is that they are temporary and rely on external 

funding support. Additionally, to be effective, knowledge intermediaries require 

appropriate skills and competencies, especially the ability to interpret and apply 

research findings and build positive relationships and trust with relevant stakeholders 

(Dobbins et al., 2009). These requirements cannot always be expected from consultants. 

Therefore, additional types of knowledge intermediaries are needed. Research 

respondents pointed to the CCD or funding agencies as suitable candidates. Members of 

climate change technical committee could also be potential candidates as knowledge 

intermediaries. 
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The co-production of knowledge through engaging policy stakeholders in research 

processes has been demonstrated in Cambodia, for example, in an international research 

partnership implemented by the Australian Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial 

Research Organisation (Roth, 2010; Roth & Grünbühe, 2012). Additionally, research 

respondents also mentioned other forms for engaging policymakers in research 

processes, for example, as members of project steering committees. The participation of 

policymakers in research projects is expected to increase their understanding of science 

as well as their understanding of the policy problems experienced by researchers, 

creating opportunities for learning and co-production (Larsen et al., 2012; Lemos & 

Morehouse, 2005; Yuen et al., 2013). Such interactions would also enable more 

evidence-based planning.  

 

Given the important role of department-planners in ministry and national planning 

processes, engaging these officials in relevant research is essential. In the current 

planning process, the officials facilitate the development of their department plans, 

which are the basis for ministry and national development plans. It is also important to 

appropriately engage members of national and technical climate change committees in 

relevant research projects to enable them to effectively participate in climate change 

policy development. The stakeholders should also be provided with some training on 

evidence-based planning and climate change mainstreaming to improve their planning 

skills thus enhancing the chance of using research evidence. 

 

Local academics should be engaged in CCA projects, programs and policy development 

– they are more available than research projects, at least at the present. The technical 

climate change committee and the TWGs, as key formal institutional platforms, should 

also include local academics. Academics who are included can share their expertise to 

assist policy development, taking on the role of knowledge intermediaries, and also use 

the platforms to access the data and information required for research (Welp et al., 

2006). Via the platforms, research and policy stakeholders can jointly identify priority 

research topics, as well as help interpret, translate and validate research results. Such 

practices are already common in the fisheries sector under the TWG on fisheries, 

suggesting it is also plausible for other working groups dealing with CCA issues. 
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Research respondents suggested organising policy briefings, disseminating summaries 

for policymakers and organising dissemination conferences as ways to communicate 

research results to policy stakeholders. One of the key challenges identified by this 

study is gaining access to policymakers at high levels. It was evident that the presence 

of the Prime Minister in dialogues was influential in getting the participation and 

attention of other senior officials. When dealing with sensitive issues, it is important 

that research reports and policy summaries be written in non-provocative way, 

otherwise the information is likely to be resisted. Personal contacts to appropriate 

channels can also help convey research results that are sensitive.  

5.6 Conclusion 

 

Although Cambodia’s domestic research capacity remains very limited and evidence-

based planning is not yet the dominant paradigm, there has been some progress. Various 

initiatives are underway to facilitate research and the use of research and other evidence 

for policy development in Cambodia. Some key stakeholders already acknowledge the 

benefits of improved research-policy development linkages. In regards to 

communication strategies, for instance, researchers have applied various document and 

event or dialogue-based approaches. These indicate growing interest in informed multi-

stakeholder deliberation as an input to evidence-based planning and policy development.  

 

This study identified several challenges in narrowing research and policy development 

in the Cambodian water resources and agriculture sectors that need to be addressed. The 

challenges are classified into three categories: lack of implementation of government 

plans, lack of relevant information, and social and cultural barriers. Specific responses 

to the challenges are proposed in Table 5.2. Many of the proposals deal with improving 

institutional capacity, arrangements and approaches. However, although they are 

practical and implementable, commitments from relevant stakeholders are required. 
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Table 5.2 Challenges and recommendations for narrowing research and policy 

development in the Cambodian water resources and agriculture sectors 

Challenges Recommendations 

Lack of implementation of 

government plans: 

Development funding highly 

dependent on overseas development 

assistance. 

Ministry plans should be scoped down to be realistic 

and implementable. 

Department-planners should be provided with some 

training on proposal writing for fund-seeking. 

Lack of relevant information: 

Research capacity of local academic 

institutions is weak. 

Research networks are driven by 

available funding opportunities and 

not responding to local needs. 

Selected public universities should be supported (by 

funding agencies) to develop targeted research 

programs. 

New collaborative research programs are needed, for 

example, among Cambodian Agriculture Research and 

Development Institute, Royal University of Agriculture 

and the General Directorate of Agriculture. 

Social and cultural barriers: 

Policy stakeholders are not 

accustomed to designing evidence-

based policy and planning. 

Conveners of research dialogues 

find it difficult to access 

policymakers at higher levels. 

Policy stakeholders, especially department-planners 

and members of climate change committees should be 

engaged in the adaptation research process. 

Policy stakeholders should be provided with training on 

evidence-based planning. 

Local academic institutions should be engaged in 

adaptation projects, programs and policy development. 

They should also be included in the existing institutions 

such as technical working groups and climate change 

committees. 

Conveners need to make better use of personal contacts 

and improved communication techniques to attract 

senior officials to research dialogue events. 

 

Further research on knowledge intermediaries is suggested. It is important to examine 

appropriate forms of the knowledge intermediaries, for example, who should be 

involved, what roles or functions they should have, what capacity and skills are required 

and where the capacity-building can be obtained. Cambodia will benefit from the 

available information (e.g. from the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change and 

other organisations such as United Nations Development Program and other academic 

chapters) if appropriate knowledge intermediaries are developed. There is also a need to 

draw on lessons learnt elsewhere about how to strengthen the linkages between research 
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and policy development, and experiment with some of these options in the Cambodian 

context to identify those which are institutionally, socially, culturally and economically 

acceptable and affordable.  

 

In summary, this chapter surveys stakeholders’ perspectives in relation to evidence-

based development planning in Cambodia in terms of current practices and the potential 

for improvement. The key focus of this chapter is exploring effective strategies for 

communicating research results to policy stakeholders and engaging them in research 

processes to thus facilitating an uptake of research or other forms of evidence for 

development planning. Moreover, given the fact that there is a lack of climate change 

research projects in Cambodia as well as research projects in general, the chapter points 

to the importance  of engaging local academic institutions in existing climate change 

and development (in general) projects and programs. The engagements can be arranged 

in the form of official members of the existing institutions such as climate change 

technical committees and the technical working groups of relevant sectors.  

 

The following final chapter summarises the key findings of the research in relation to 

the research objectives and goal. It also consolidates the conceptual framework of this 

study, with some evidence from this research and most recent literature, conceptualising 

it as a guiding framework for climate-informed planning.  
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6. Conclusions and Recommendations 

 

This final chapter is comprised of four sections. The first section summarises the key 

findings from the research in relation to the research objectives and goal. The results 

also underline the significance and contribution of this research to climate change 

adaptation policy development in Cambodia, which may also be relevant and useful to 

some other countries with similar socio-cultural and political contexts. The second 

section aims to consolidate the study’s conceptual framework, framing it as a guiding 

framework for integrating climate change concerns into development policy and plan. 

The third section highlights the key contributions of this research to the body of 

knowledge. The final section suggests some areas for further study.  

 

6.1 Summary of the Key Findings and Policy Applications  

 

The research for this PhD aimed to explore how Cambodia could develop climate-

informed planning and policy development for the water resources and agriculture 

sectors. The research had four main objectives: to examine the challenges and 

opportunities for practicing climate-informed development planning in Cambodia; to 

assess the mainstreaming of climate change into Cambodia’s national development 

planning and examine pathways for effective mainstreaming; to evaluate climate-

informed development planning using community knowledge; and to analyse 

mechanisms for narrowing the gaps between research and policy development in 

Cambodia. The outcomes of the research documented in this thesis provide insights 

about the institutional practices, experiences and perceptions relating to the research 

objectives. The research was guided by the conceptual framework presented in Figure 

1.5. 

 

Research was conducted in relation to the first research objective by identifying the key 

challenges in practicing climate-informed planning and the potential for improvement in 

those challenges, thus facilitating climate-informed development planning. This 

component of the study has identified a number of governance and institutional-related 

issues that require improving in order to effectively facilitate climate-informed 
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development planning in Cambodia. Key governance issues include the ineffectiveness 

of climate change committees, a lack of fairness relating to climate change adaptation 

decision-making and policy outcomes (thus the allocation of adaptation resources) and 

lack of motivation for government personnel to do adaptation work. The inflexibility in 

the existing climate change institutions and the lack of adequate representation, 

especially the absence of local academic institutions, need be addressed in order to 

facilitate climate evidence-based development. Furthermore, Cambodia also faces 

serious challenges due to the lack of local climate change adaptation experts and 

information, and requires intensive capacity development and stronger commitment for 

information-generating and sharing. 

 

Understanding these challenges and possibilities, the study then assessed ongoing 

efforts for mainstreaming climate change into Cambodia’s national development 

strategic planning and examined pathways for effective mainstreaming, responding to 

the second objective of the study. It was found that from the perspective of state actors, 

the national planning process is relatively participatory and flexible, in that it provides 

opportunities for the inclusion of climate change considerations. As a result, climate 

change is now more articulated in Cambodia’s current national strategic development 

plans than it was in the 2009–2013 planning period. This is a good initial step, however, 

there are some critical disconnects; for example, members of the National Climate 

Change Committee are not engaged in the formation of the National Strategic 

Development Plans. Communicating and deliberating relevant knowledge with 

stakeholders so they can routinely design and implement climate-informed development 

planning are of critical importance. This component of the study identified a number of 

pathways for mainstreaming climate change into Cambodia’s strategic development 

planning, especially those for the water resources and agriculture sectors. There were 

various entry points in the planning system for mainstreaming climate change, however, 

the departmental development plans should be the main entry point with department-

level planners are the key actor. 

 

Given the fact that Cambodia’s institutional capacity, including scientific capacity, is 

weak, the study also evaluated climate-informed development planning using 
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community knowledge, thus responding to the third objective of this research. It aimed 

to explore how local development planning can be informed by climate evidence 

collected from community knowledge to thus minimise the risk of climate change on 

local development. Thus, the research for this has identified pathways for integrating 

climate change concerns into local development decision-making and planning 

processes. The three-year planning system was indicated as an appropriate system for 

integrating climate change concerns into subnational development planning with 

commune development plans as the entry point. The study also demonstrated some 

models for integrating climate evidence into local decision-making and planning 

processes that were implemented by the case study projects that are simple and doable 

for a least developed country like Cambodia. Last, the study provided suggestions on 

how to improve vulnerability reduction assessment tools and procedures for generating 

community knowledge on climate change, thus increasing its accuracy. With more 

accurate information, it is possible to ensure that policy implications and applications 

are realistic and address local challenges. 

 

The research for this thesis has responded to its final objective by investigating the 

institutional applications/mechanisms for narrowing the gaps between the research 

community and policy stakeholders. This component of the study identified a number of 

challenges and barriers for narrowing research–policy development gaps, including the 

lack of implementation of development plans; a lack of relevant information required to 

promote and support evidence-based planning and policy development; and a variety of 

communication barriers. Evidence-based planning is valued by government officials 

most when there is actual and effective implementation of policies and plans. In practice, 

this often implies that governmental policies and plans need be scoped and scaled down 

to meet the available budget and thus be achievable. In the long term, it also means 

building the capacity for policy-relevant research on climate change adaptation within 

Cambodia. Engaging policy stakeholders in the research process for the co-production 

of adaptation knowledge and introducing knowledge intermediaries was suggested by 

respondents as a way to narrow the gaps between research and policy development. The 

presence of Cambodia’s Prime Minister in the research-policy dialogue on adaptation to 
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climate change is recommended as important for attracting the attention of high-level 

policymakers. 

 

In conclusion, although in least developed countries like Cambodia where institutional 

capacity, including science capacity, is very weak, climate-informed development 

planning still can be undertaken, at least to address present climate vulnerabilities. As 

relevant organisations and communities work to tackle present vulnerabilities, they 

build their capacity, thus preparing themselves to respond better to anticipated climate 

risks. As Preston et al. (2013) indicate, most adaptation responses are learned from past 

experiences. Also, as stakeholders including local communities gain understanding of 

climate change issues, it is likely that they will make climate-informed decisions which 

can provide substantial benefits to them (Füssel, 2007). 

 

To facilitate effective social learning and the co-production of knowledge in adaptation 

work, it is important that the climate change institutions engage key actors, including 

policymakers, planners, practitioners and researchers. In the case of Cambodia, local 

academic institutions have been overlooked not only in the area of climate change but 

also in all areas of development, as revealed through the processes of national and 

subnational strategic development planning discussed in this thesis. This is because 

there appears to be a consensus assumption among national level non-academic 

respondents that local academic institutions are weak and thus unable to provide a good 

information service to policy stakeholders. However, in practice, in cooperation with 

international partners, some local universities have delivered a number of such services 

to policy stakeholders, especially in the fields of capacity-building, for example from 

the Department of Environment of the Royal University of Phnom Penh. Also, there 

have been numerous climate and development services that are provided by other 

individuals from local academic institutions to policy stakeholders. The assumption 

about the inability of Cambodian academic institutions to assist in development 

planning may be partially true, especially as a lack of funding means that local 

universities do not have the budget for providing such services, but it is less valid in 

terms of manpower. The key concern here is motivation, given the lack of incentive 

systems in Cambodia overall. 
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Although some local scientific and research capacity exists in Cambodia, it is not 

sufficient, especially in addressing climate change issues where decisions are made with 

high uncertainty. Therefore, Cambodia still has a strong need to strengthen the roles and 

capacity of local academic institutions to enable them to provide more quality 

information services to policy stakeholders. The acknowledgement and demands from 

policy stakeholders can be a key driver to strengthen the capacity and roles of local 

academic institutions. Cambodia should take advantage of the available overseas 

development assistance, including climate change-related resources and expert services, 

to build on its own scientific capacity. In practice, this implies that it is important to 

gradually reduce the dependency on international experts in policy development, 

shifting their support to assisting in building the capacity of local academic institutions. 

As a short-term strategy, alternative sources of information could be useful for 

Cambodia to facilitate climate-informed planning. Scientific information, which 

although not Cambodia-specific is still relevant, is available from many sources such as 

the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change reports, the United Nations Framework 

Convention on Climate Change, the Mekong River Commission and relevant academic 

publications. Additionally, while the location-specific information generated from 

community knowledge is not scientific knowledge, this information is still useful for 

local climate-resilient development decision-making. 

 

From the perspective of resources constraints, integration of climate change concerns 

into either national or subnational development decision-making and planning processes 

in Cambodia could be done effectively if appropriate pathways are identified. At the 

national level, the integration of climate change should ideally be done via the 

development of department-level plans, the foundation of the ministry and eventually 

the National Strategic Development Plan. In so doing, it is crucial to build the climate 

change-relevant knowledge of department-planners and key persons in the relevant 

departments of planning of line ministries as well as the General Directorate of Planning 

which coordinates the National Strategic Development Planning (as discussed in 

Chapter 3). The integration of climate change concerns into subnational planning can be 

done through the three-year implementation plan system, with commune development 
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plans as the target. There is a need for strong support both in funding and expertise from 

national level organisations, line ministries and then respective provincial departments 

and DPs in order to assist local governments in taking climate change concerns into 

account with their decision-making and planning for local development (as discussed in 

Chapter 4). 

 

6.2 Consolidation of the Study’s Conceptual Framework  
 

With empirical evidence from this research and recent literature, the study’s conceptual 

framework was consolidated and conceptualised as a guiding framework for integrating 

climate change concerns into development policy and planning. The framework is 

illustrated in Figure 6.1. As acknowledged in the study’s conceptual framework (Figure 

1.5), five key components are considered important to effectively facilitate the 

integration of climate change concerns into development policy and planning. They are 

key actors and institutional arrangements, institutions and governance processes, 

stakeholder’s engagement and research communication strategies, enabling factors, and 

the need to identify entry points for integrating climate change concerns into 

development policy and planning. The consolidated version of the framework also 

acknowledges the importance of the components; however, it provides more details in 

terms of subcomponents and their relationships. 

 

As shown in Figure 6.1, key actors play an important role in this framework and an 

institutional arrangement sets a frame in terms of the individuals or organisations that 

should or will participate, therefore it is considered as one of the key components for 

mainstreaming climate change (Pervin et al., 2013). The role of researchers and 

scientists in planning for climate change is underlined in various studies (e.g  Füssel, 

2007; Lemos & Morehouse, 2005; Veraart & Bakker, 2009). In some circumstances, 

knowledge intermediaries are necessary (see Chapter 5 for further explanation). The 

availability of the key actors likely determines the chosen mechanisms for connecting 

research and policy. For instance, in Cambodia, the established climate change 

institutions did not include either researchers or knowledge brokers, therefore the co-

production of adaptation knowledge and knowledge intermediaries were almost not 

applied.  
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The actors’ willingness to participate is motivated by good governance (e.g. 

transparency, equity and legitimacy in relevant decision-making processes) employed 
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by the established institutions, and incentives. The issues of motivation and incentive 

are discussed in a number of studies (e.g Jutting, 2003; Lebel, 2014). Jutting (2003) 

argues that incentives, disincentives, and the distribution of power influences the 

behaviour of actors, therefore it determines the outcome of institutional arrangements. 

Similarly, Willems and Baumert (2003) found that without incentives, quality officials 

in least developed countries moved to better paid jobs, thus resulting in the ineffective 

implementation of climate change projects or programs. This issue was also evidenced 

in this research (see Chapter 2).  

 

The selection of appropriate institutional applications or mechanisms for connecting 

research and policy depends on the decisions of the key actors and therefore 

representation, equity and legitimacy are essential. The importance of institutions and 

governance processes for planning for climate change are acknowledged in the literature 

(cf. Adger et al., 2005; Lebel, 2014; Nelson et al., 2007). This is because planning for 

climate change requires participatory approaches (Butler et al., 2014; Daniell et al., 

2011; Wise et al., 2014) as they can support social learning and lead to the co-

production of knowledge (Armitage et al., 2011; Preston et al., 2013). Adger et al. 

(2005) agree, arguing that successful adaptation should support social learning.  

 

At a technical level, effective stakeholder engagement processes (Bowen et al., 2013; 

Yuen et al., 2013) and appropriate communication strategies (Finch, 1986; Miller et al., 

2010) are crucial in promoting collaboration and social learning among stakeholders. 

Therefore, whatever institutional applications (e.g. co-production of knowledge or 

research–policy dialogue) are applied, it is important that stakeholders are actively 

engaged in the processes. Additionally, appropriate research communication strategies 

are needed in order to effectively convey scientific information to policy stakeholders. 

The strategies used may vary from one country to another. Geoffrey (2007) argues that 

a two-way communication process between scientific bodies and policy stakeholders is 

effective in communicating research information into policy. The presence of the Prime 

Minister in the research–policy dialogue was observed to be influential in Cambodia.  
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Moreover, the institutional arrangements, the institutions and governance processes and 

the selection of the institutional applications relate to enabling factors, especially 

available resources, institutional capacity and enabling policy frameworks. These 

elements also relate to one another (see Figure 6.1). For instance, vulnerability 

assessments facilitate the co-production of knowledge, which may be effective in 

narrowing gaps between research and policy development, however, it requires more 

resources than stakeholders’ research dialogue. Undertaking vulnerability assessment 

also requires more scientific capacity (Fussel & Klein, 2006; Lemos & Morehouse, 

2005; Yuen et al., 2013). Likewise, Lemos and Morehouse (2005) point to the important 

role of funding agencies, academic institutions and policymakers in undertaking such 

assessments in order to produce meaningful strategies to respond to climate 

vulnerabilities. Lebel (2014) agrees with these arguments, concluding that in order to 

achieve successful adaptation, stakeholders should have appropriate capacities, 

knowledge, resources and incentives. Relevant empirical evidence on the enabling 

environments is revealed in Chapters 2 to 5.  

 

Finally, this research suggests that it is important to identify pathways for integrating 

climate change concerns into development policy and planning in a least developed 

country like Cambodia where formal institutions are not sufficient and stakeholders are 

not accustomed to the evidence-based planning. The pathways refer collectively to entry 

points and influential decision-makers within the planning systems, as well as relevant 

institutions that can influence the integration of climate change concerns into 

development policy and planning effectively. Some systems already exist, while others 

may need to be established. In the case of Cambodia, at a national level, the technical 

working groups had some influences on the formulation of national development policy 

and planning, while the climate change committees played crucial role in mainstreaming 

climate change in Cambodia. At a subnational level, although there was a 

comprehensive planning system in place, it was not equipped with the appropriate 

mechanisms and capacity to effectively facilitate the integration of climate change 

concerns or climate evidence into the decision-making and planning processes. 

Therefore, additional platforms, for example a project selection workshop in the LGCC 

project, was established.  
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6.3 Contributions to the Body of Knowledge 

 

The research for this thesis has contributed to the body of knowledge in a number of 

ways. The first and foremost way is with the development of a proposed guiding 

framework for climate-informed planning (shown in Figure 6.1). It is acknowledged, as 

Ayers et al. (2014) indicate, there is no single best way for mainstreaming climate 

change. Although there are already a number of mainstreaming frameworks, the 

framework developed for this research presents a more holistic approach for use in a 

least developed country such as Cambodia, consisting of the key components addressed 

in the literature and evidence from this Cambodian study. In addition to 

recommendations regarding the important components that are required for planning for 

climate change (see Figure 6.1), this research makes recommendations regarding 

processes involved in each of the components. As indicated in previous research (e.g. 

Butler et al., 2014; Huq & Ayers, 2008), empirical work on how the harmonisation 

between adaptation and development can be realised remains limited. Therefore, this 

study responds to that knowledge gap in relation to Cambodia. This framework can also 

guide similar studies, thus contributing to the development of research methodology in 

this area. 

 

At a more detailed level, the research for this thesis has highlighted some models used 

in Cambodia for integrating climate change concerns or climate evidence into the 

development decision-making and planning process, both at national and subnational 

levels, which could be useful for other countries as well. Two examples of this are the 

assistance that the vulnerability reduction assessments’ facilitators of the NAPA-FU 

project provided to commune governments in order for them to integrate climate-

resilient projects into their commune investment plans and the project selection 

workshop of the LGCC project as another model for integrating climate concerns into 

decision-making process. These processes are far simpler than what has been discussed 

in the previous literature (e.g. Veraart & Bakker, 2009) and are practical for least 

developed countries like Cambodia, where local development plans are small and short-

term.  
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The study also presented an alternative source of climate evidence that is generated by 

community knowledge to facilitate climate resilient development, including the tools to 

generate such information. This is an area that has not yet been well researched. 

Confirming findings in the literature (e.g. Adger et al., 2007; Lebel, 2014), this study 

has also indicated that given the large development deficits that Cambodia is confronted 

with, climate change mainstreaming is likely to be only considered when adaptation 

resources are available. Also, in order to enable least developed countries such as 

Cambodia to mainstream climate change concerns, there is a strong need to build their 

capacity, both climate-specific and climate-relevant (as discussed in Chapters 2 and 3) 

 

6.4 Further Research 

 

Further research relating to planning for adaptation to climate change in Cambodia has 

been suggested in previous chapters. However, there are still many gaps that need to be 

addressed in the case of Cambodia. Stakeholders’ motivations, especially among 

government organisations including local universities, need to be explored to find out 

what motivations will lead to more productive outcomes. Given the typical situation in 

Cambodia where government salaries are low while living costs are fairly high, an 

understanding of stakeholder motivation is critically important. The study should cover 

stakeholders from all areas of development, including public universities. Another 

fruitful area for research would be an examination of the needs regarding the alignment 

between national and subnational development policies and planning. In relation to 

climate change adaptation, it is important to examine the implications of national-level 

climate change policies development on communities building resilience to climate 

change. It could also be of interest to explore ways for increasing the effectiveness of 

international expert services to Cambodia in strengthening local institutional capacity 

on both climate change-specific and climate- relevant capacity. Lastly, the guiding 

framework for integrating climate change concerns into development policy and 

planning proposed by this study needs to be tested and modified if necessary.  

  



 

 

149 

 

References 

 

Adger, N. (2003). Social Capital, Collective Action and Adaptation to Climate Change. 

Economic Geography, 79(4), 387-404.  

Adger, N., Agrawala, S., Mirza, M. Q. M., Conde, C., O'Brein, K., Pulhin, J., . . . 

Takahashi, K. (2007). Assessment of Adapation Practices, Options, Constraints 

and Capacity. In O. Parry, J. Canziani, P. Palutikof, v. d. Linden, & H. EC (Eds.), 

Climate Change 2007: Impacts, Adaptation and Vulnerability (pp. 717-743). 

Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Adger, N., Arnell, N., & Tompkins, E. (2005). Successful Adaptation to Climate 

Change across Scales. Global Environmental Change, 15(2), 77-86. doi: 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2004.12.005 

AIT/UNEP Regional Resource Center for Asia & the Pacific. (2015). Regional Climate 

Change Adaptation Knowledge Platform for Asia. Adaptation Knowledge 

Platform.  Retrieved May 20, 2015, from http://www.climateadapt.asia 

Am, P., Cuccillato, E., Nkem, J., & Chevillard, J. (2013). Mainstreaming Climate 

Change Resilience into Development Planning in Cambodia. London: 

International Instistute of Environment and Development. 

Anh, T. T., Phong, T. V. G., & Mulenga, M. (2014). Community Consultation for 

Climate Resilient Housing: A Comparative Case Study in Vietnam. 

International Journal of Disaster Risk Reduction, 10, Part A(0), 201-212. doi: 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2014.09.012 

Armitage, D., Berkes, F., Dale, A., Kocho-Schellenberg, E., & Patton, E. (2011). Co-

Management and the Co-Production of Knowledge: Learning to Adapt in 

Canada’s Arctic. Global Environmental Change, 21, 995-1004. doi: 

10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2011.04.006 

ASEAN-Working Group on Climate Change. (n.d). ASEAN Cooperation on Climate 

Change.   Retrieved May 22, 2010, from http://environment.asean.org/asean-

working-group-on-climate-change/ 

Asian Development Bank. (2005). Climate Proofing: A Risk-based Approach to 

Adaptation Pacific Studies Series. 

Asian Development Bank. (2015). Climate Change Programs and Initiatives. 

Environment and Climate Change. from 

http://www.adb.org/themes/environment/climate-change/programs-initiatives 

Ayers, J., & Huq, S. (2009). Community-Based Adaptation to Climate Change: an 

Update. London: International Institute for Environment and Development. 

Ayers, J., Huq, S., Faisal, A. M., & Hussain, S. T. (2014). Mainstreaming climate 

change adaptation into development: a case study of Bangladesh. Wiley 

Interdisciplinary Reviews: Climate Change, 5(1), 37-51. doi: 10.1002/wcc.226 

Ayers, J., Huq, S., Wright, H., Faisal, A. M., & Hussain, S. T. (2014). Mainstreaming 

climate change adaptation into development in Bangladesh. Climate and 

Development, 6(4), 293-305. doi: 10.1080/17565529.2014.977761 

Babbie, E. (Ed.). (2005). The Basics of Social Research. Toronto: Thomson Wadsworth. 

Barnett, J., & O’Neill, S. (2010). Maladaptation. Global Environmental Change, 20(2), 

211-213. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2009.11.004 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2004.12.005
http://www.climateadapt.asia/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2014.09.012
http://environment.asean.org/asean-working-group-on-climate-change/
http://environment.asean.org/asean-working-group-on-climate-change/
http://www.adb.org/themes/environment/climate-change/programs-initiatives
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2009.11.004


 

 

150 

 

BBC World Service Trust’s Research and Learning Group. (2011). Understanding 

Public Perceptions on Climate Change in Cambodia. Phnom Penh: Ministry of 

Environment. 

Bohm, D. (1996). On Dialogue. London: Routledge. 

Bowen, K. J., Miller, F., Dany, V., McMichael, A. J., & Friel, S. (2013). Enabling 

Environments? Insights into the Policy Context for Climate Change and Health 

Adaptation Decision-Making in Cambodia. Climate and Development, 5(4), 

277-287. doi: 10.1080/17565529.2013.833077 

Brooks, N. (2003). Vulnerability, Risks and Adaptation: A Conceptual Framework (T. 

C. f. C. C. Research, Trans.). Norwich Tyndall Centre. 

Butler, J. R. A., Suadnya, W., Puspadi, K., Sutaryono, Y., Wise, R. M., Skewes, T. 

D., . . . Ash, A. (2013). Framing the application of adaptation pathways for rural 

livelihoods and global change in eastern Indonesian islands. Global 

Environmental Change. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2013.12.004 

Butler, J. R. A., Suadnya, W., Puspadi, K., Sutaryono, Y., Wise, R. M., Skewes, T. 

D., . . . Ash, A. (2014). Framing the application of adaptation pathways for rural 

livelihoods and global change in eastern Indonesian islands. Global 

Environmental Change, 28(0), 368-382. doi: 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2013.12.004 

CARE. (2009). Mainstreaming Climate Change Adaptation: A Practitioner’s Handbook 

(Vol. 1st edition): CARE International in Vietnam. 

Carter, T. R., Jones, R. N., Lu, X., Bhadwal, S., Conde, C., Mearns, L. O., . . . Zurek, M. 

B. (2007). New Assessment Methods and the Characterisation of Future 

Conditions. In M. L. Parry, O. F. Canziani, J. P. Palutikof, P. J. van der Linden, 

& C. E. Hanson (Eds.), Climate Change 2007: Impacts, Adaptation and 

Vulnerability. Contribution of Working Group II to the Fourth Assessment 

Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (pp. 133-171). 

Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

CCD. (2012). Cambodia Climate Change Alliance. Project.  Retrieved April 8, 2012, 

from 

http://www.camclimate.org.kh/index.php?page=sticky&matc=atc4&satc=atc29

&article=atc29&lang=en 

Christensen, J. H., Hewitson, B., Busuioc, A., A. Chen, Gao, X., Held, I., . . . Whetton, 

P. (2007). Regional Climate Projection. In S. Solomon, D. Qin, M. Manning, Z. 

Chen, M. Marquis, K. B. Averyt, M. Tignor, & H. L. Miller (Eds.), Climate 

Change 2007: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to 

the Fourth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 

Change. Cambridge and New York: Cambridge University Press and New York. 

Cruz, R. V., Harasawa, H., Lal, M., Wu, S., Anokhin, Y., Punsalmaa, B., . . . Ninh, N. H. 

(2007). Asia. In O. Parry, J. Canziani, J. P. Palutikof, v. d. Linden, & H. EC 

(Eds.), Climate Change 2007: Impacts, Adaptation and Vulnerability (pp. 469-

506). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Daniell, K., Máñez Costa, M., Ferrand, N., Kingsborough, A., Coad, P., & Ribarova, I. 

(2011). Aiding Multi-Level Decision-Making Processes for Climate Change 

Mitigation and Adaptation. Regional Environmental Change, 11(2), 243-258. 

doi: 10.1007/s10113-010-0162-0 

Dany, V., Bajracharya, B., Lebel, L., Regan, M., & Taplin, R. (2015). Narrowing Gaps 

between Research and Policy Development in Climate Change Adaptation Work 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2013.12.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2013.12.004
http://www.camclimate.org.kh/index.php?page=sticky&matc=atc4&satc=atc29&article=atc29&lang=en
http://www.camclimate.org.kh/index.php?page=sticky&matc=atc4&satc=atc29&article=atc29&lang=en


 

 

151 

 

in the Water Resources and Agriculture Sectors of Cambodia. Climate Policy, 1-

16. doi: 10.1080/14693062.2014.1003523 

Dany, V., Bowen, J. K., & Miller, F. (2014). Assessing the Institutional Capacity to 

Adapt to Climate Change: A Case Study in the Cambodian Health and Water 

Sectors. Climate Policy. doi: 10.1080/14693062.2014.937385. 

Dessai, S., & Hulme, M. (2007). Assessing the Robustness of Adaptation Decisions to 

Climate Change Uncertainties: A case Study on Water Resources Management 

in the East of England. Global Environmental Change, 17, 59-72. doi: 

10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2006.11.005 

Dobbins, M., Robeson, P., Ciliska, D., Hanna, S., Cameron, R., O'Mara, L., . . . Mercer, 

S. (2009). A Description of a Knowledge Broker Role Implemented as Part of a 

Randomized Controlled Trial Evaluating Three Knowledge Translation 

Strategies. Implementation Science, 4(23). doi: 10.1186/1748-5908-4-23 

Dubois, N., Caldas, A., Boshoven, J., & Delach, A. (2011). Integrating Climate Change 

Vulnerability Assessments into Adaptation Planning: A Case Study Using the 

NatureServe Climate Change Vulnerability Index to Inform Conservation 

Planning for Species in Florida (Vol. Final Report). Washington D.C.: 

Defenders of Wildlife. 

Finch, J. (Ed.). (1986). Research and Policy: The Uses of Qualitative Methods in Social 

Education Research. London and Philadelphia: The Falmer Press. 

Fisher, C. (2010). Knowledge Brokering and Intermediary Concepts. Analysis of an e-

discussion on the Knowledge Brokers’ Forum.  Retrieved August 10, 2014, from 

http://www.knowledgebrokersforum.org/blogs/item/knowledge-brokering-and-

intermediary-concepts-e-discussion-analysis 

Fukuyama, F. (2002). Social Capital and Development: The Coming Agenda. SAIA 

Review, 22(1), 23-37.  

Fussel, H. M. (2005). Vulnerability in Climate Change Research: A Comprehensive 

Conceptual Framework. Paper presented at the Breslauer Symposium, 

University of California. http://escholarship.org/uc/item/8993z6nm 

Füssel, H. M. (2005). Vulnerability in Climate Change Research: A Comprehensive 

Conceptual Framework. 

Füssel, H. M. (2007). Adaptation Planning for Climate Change: Concepts, Assessment 

Approaches, and Key Lessons. Sustainability Science, 2(2), 265-275. doi: 

10.1007/s11625-007-0032-y 

Fussel, H. M., & Klein, T. J. R. (2006). Climate Change Vulnerability Assessments: An 

Evolution of Conceptual Thinking. Climatic Change(75), 301-329 doi: 

10.1007/s10584-006-0329-3 

Geoffrey, D. G. (2007). From Dialogue to Trialogue: Sustainable Ecosystem 

Governance and Civil Society In R. A. Turton, J. H. Hattingh, A. G. Maree, J. D. 

Roux, M. Claassen, & F. W. Strydom (Eds.), Governance as a Tryalogue: 

Government-Society-Science in Transition (pp. 123-145). Verlag Berlin 

Heidelberg: Springer. 

Geres Cambodia. (2009). Public Perceptions of Climate Change in Cambodia. Phnom 

Penh: DanChurch Aid/Christian Aid  

Global Water Partnership. (2015). Water, climate and development program for South-

East Asia.   Retrieved May 20, 2015, from http://www.gwp.org/en/GWP-South-

East-Asia/GWP-C-IN-ACTION/Water-Climate-and-Development-Programme-

for-Southeast-Asia/ 

http://www.knowledgebrokersforum.org/blogs/item/knowledge-brokering-and-intermediary-concepts-e-discussion-analysis
http://www.knowledgebrokersforum.org/blogs/item/knowledge-brokering-and-intermediary-concepts-e-discussion-analysis
http://escholarship.org/uc/item/8993z6nm
http://www.gwp.org/en/GWP-South-East-Asia/GWP-C-IN-ACTION/Water-Climate-and-Development-Programme-for-Southeast-Asia/
http://www.gwp.org/en/GWP-South-East-Asia/GWP-C-IN-ACTION/Water-Climate-and-Development-Programme-for-Southeast-Asia/
http://www.gwp.org/en/GWP-South-East-Asia/GWP-C-IN-ACTION/Water-Climate-and-Development-Programme-for-Southeast-Asia/


 

 

152 

 

Gregory, J., Mair, J., Merton, E., & Smith, L. (2013). A Literature and Practice Review 

for the Research–Policy Project: Knowledge Co-Production Milestones 1 & 2: 

Victorian Centre for Climate Adaptation Research. 

Hiwasaki, L., Luna, E., Syamsidik, & Shaw, R. (2014). Process for Integrating Local 

and Indigenous Knowledge with Science for Hydro-Meteorological Disaster 

Risk Reduction and Climate Change Adaptation in Coastal and Small Island 

Communities. International Journal of Disaster Risk Reduction, 10, Part A(0), 

15-27. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2014.07.007 

Howden, S. M., Soussana, J.-F., Tubiello, F. N., Chhetri, N., Dunlop, M., & Meinke, H. 

(2007). Adapting Agriculture to Climate Change. Proceedings of the National 

Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, 104(50), 19691-19696. 

doi: 10.1073/pnas.0701890104 

Huq, S., & Ayers, J. M. (2008). Taking Steps: Mainstreaming National Adaptation IIED 

Briefing Papers. London: International Institute for Environment and 

Development  

Huq, S., Reid, H., Konate, M., Rahman, A., Sokona, Y., & Cricke, F. (2004). 

Mainstreaming Adaptation to Climate Change in Least Developed Countries 

(LDCs). Climate Policy, 4(1), 25-43. doi: 10.1080/14693062.2004.9685508 

International Rice Research Institute. (n.d). Climate Change-Ready Rice.   Retrieved 

February, 22, 2015, from http://irri.org/our-work/research/better-rice-

varieties/climate-change-ready-rice 

Jha, K. A., Barenstein, D. J., Phelps, M. P., Pittet, D., & Sena, S. (2010). Safer Homes, 

Stronger Communities. Washington DC: Global Facility for Disaster Reduction 

and Recovery  

Jones, N., Jones, H., Walker, D., & Walsh, C. (2009). Strengthening Science-Policy 

Dialogue in Developing Countries: A Priority for Climate Change Adaptation 

Background Note. London: Overseas Development Institute. 

Jones, N., Jones, H., & Walsh, C. (2008). Political Science? Strengthening Science-

Policy Dialogue in Developing Countries (Vol. 294). London: Overseas 

Development Institute. 

Jutting, J. (2003). Institutions and Development: A Critical Review Working Paper No. 

210: OECD. 

Käkönen, M., Lebel, L., Karhunmaa, K., Dany, V., & Try, T. (2014). Rendering 

Climate Change Governable in the Least Developed Countries: Policy 

Narratives and Expert Technologies in Cambodia. Forum for Development 

Studies, 41(3), 351-376. doi: 10.1080/08039410.2014.962599 

Kian-Woon, K., Sopheap, C., Chinda, H., Sedara, K., Baromey, N., & Vimealea, T. 

(2010). Scoping Study: Research Capacities of Cambodia's Universities Special 

Report. Phnom Penh: Cambodia Development Resource Institute. 

Kumar, K. (Ed.). (2005). Research Methodology: A Step-by-Step Guide for Beginners. 

NSW: Pearson Education Australia. 

Lal, N. P., & Thurairajah, V. (2011). Making Informed Adaptation Choices: A Case 

Study of Climate Proofing Road Infrastructure in the Solomon Islands. Republic 

of Fiji Islands: IUCN Regional Office for Oceania. 

Larsen, R. K., Swartling, Å. G., Powell, N., May, B., Plummer, R., Simonsson, L., & 

Osbeck, M. (2012). A framework for facilitating dialogue between policy 

planners and local climate change adaptation professionals: Cases from Sweden, 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2014.07.007
http://irri.org/our-work/research/better-rice-varieties/climate-change-ready-rice
http://irri.org/our-work/research/better-rice-varieties/climate-change-ready-rice


 

 

153 

 

Canada and Indonesia. Environmental Science & Policy, 23(0), 12-23. doi: 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2012.06.014 

LDC Expert Group. (2012). Best Practices and Lessons Learned in Addressing 

Adaptation in the Least Developed Countries Least Developed Countries (Vol. 

2): UNFCCC. 

Lebel, L. (2014). Closing Knowledge-Action Gaps in Adaptation to Climate Change in 

the Asia-Pacific region. Environment and Sustainable Development, 13(2), 204-

222.  

Lebel, L., Li, L., Krittasudthacheewa, C., Juntopas, M., Vijitpan, T., Uchiyama, T., & 

Dusita, K. (2012). Mainstreaming Climate Change Adaptation into Development 

Planning Regional Climate Change Adaptation Knowledge Platform for Asia 

report. Bangkok: Adaptation Knowledge Platform and Stockholm Environment 

Institute. 

Lebel, L., Nikitina, E., & Manuta, J. (2006). Flood Disaster Risk Management in Asia: 

An Institutional and Political Perspective. Science and Culture, 72, 2-9.  

Lemos, C. M., & Morehouse, J. B. (2005). The Co-production of Science and Policy in 

Integrated Climate Assessments. Global Environmental Change, 15, 57-68. doi: 

10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2004.09.004 

Linham, M. M., & Nicholls, J. R. (2010). Technologies for Climate Change Adaptation: 

Coastal erosion and flooding. New Delhi: Magnum Custom  

Lobell, D. B., Burke, M. B., Tebaldi, C., Mastrandrea, M. D., Falcon, W. P., & Naylor, 

R. L. (2008). Prioritizing Climate Change Adaptation Needs for Food Security 

in 2030. Science, 319(5863), 607-610. doi: 10.1126/science.1152339 

McSweeney, C., New, M., & Lizcano, G. (2008). UNDP Climate Change Country 

Profile: Cambodia. 

Mekong River Comission. (2009). Adaptation to Climate Change in the Countries of the 

Lower Mekong Basin Regional Synthesis Report (Vol. MRC Technical Paper 

No. 24). Vientiane: Mekong River Commission. 

Mekong River Comission. (2011). 2011-2015 Programme Document Climate Change 

Adaptation Initiative: Mekong River Comission. 

Meyer, M. (2010). The Rise of the Knowledge Broker. Science Communication, 32(1), 

118-127. doi: 10.1177/1075547009359797 

Miller, F., Osbahr, H., Boyd, E., Thomalla, F., Bharwani, S., Ziervogel, G., . . . Nelson, 

D. (2010). Resilience and Vulnerability: Complementary or Conflicting 

Concepts? Ecology and Society, 15(3).  

Moss, R., Babiker, M., Brinkman, S., Calvo, E., Carter, T., Edmonds, J., . . . Zurek, M. 

(2008). Towards New Scenarios for Analysis of Emissions, Climate Change, 

Impacts, and Response Strategies. Technical Summary. Geneva: IPCC. 

National Climate Change Committee. (2009). The First National Forum on  Climate 

Change. Paper presented at the The First National Forum on  Climate Change, 

Phnom Penh. 

National Committee for Sub-national Democratic Development Secretariat. (2011). 

Local Governments and Climate Change.  Phnom Penh: National Committee for 

Sub-national Democratic Development Secretariat. 

National Committee for Sub-national Democratic Development Secretariat. (2013). 

Local Government and Climate Change Phase 2. In F. q. report (Ed.), (pp. 12 

pages). Phnom Penh: National Committee for Sub-national Democratic 

Development Secretariat. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2012.06.014


 

 

154 

 

Nelson, D. R., Adger, W. N., & Brown, K. (2007). Adaptation to Environmental 

Change: Contributions of a Resilience Framework. Annual Review of 

Environment and Resources, 32(1), 395-419. doi: 

doi:10.1146/annurev.energy.32.051807.090348 

Neo, L. (2012). Governance Issues in Climate Change Adaptation in the Lower Mekong 

Basin: Perspectives from Practioners. Asian Journal of Environment and 

Disaster Management, 4(4). doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.3850/S1793924012100031 

Nicholls, R. J., Wong, P. P., Burkett, V., Codignotto, J., Hay, J., McLean, R., . . . 

Woodroffe, C. D. (2007). Coastal Ecosystem and Low - Lying Areas. In O. 

Parry, J. Canziani, P. Palutikof, v. d. Linden, & H. EC (Eds.), Climate Change 

2007: Impacts, Adaptation and Vulnerability (pp. 315-356). Cambridge: 

Cambridge University Press. 

Nooteboom, B. (2007). Social Capital, Institutions and Trust. Review of Social Economy, 

LXV, 29-53. doi: 10.1080/00346760601132154 

Obeng, A. P., & Agyenim, B. J. (2013). Climate Change Adaptation: Institutional 

Approaches for Developing Countries. In J. Knieling & W. Leal Filho (Eds.), 

Climate Change Governance, Climate Change Management (pp. 185-203). 

Verlag Berlin Heidelberg: Springer. 

Paavola, J., & Adger, W. N. (2005). Institutional Ecological Economics. Ecological 

Economics, 53, 353-368. doi: 10.1016/j.ecolecon.2004.09.017 

Pervin, M., Sultana, S., Am, P., Camara, F. I., Nzau, M. V., Phonnasane, V., . . . 

Anderson, S. (2013). A Framework for Mainstreaming Climate Resilience into 

Development Planning Climate Change (Vol. Working paper): IIED. 

Preston, B., L., Mustelin, J., & Maloney, M. C. (2013). Climate Adaptation Heuristics 

and the Science/Policy Divide. Mitig Adapt Strateg Glob Change. doi: DOI 

10.1007/s11027-013-9503-x 

Preston, B., L., & Stafford-Smith, M. (2009). Framing Vulnerability and Adaptive 

Capacity Assessment. Aspendale: Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial 

Research Organisation. 

Pretty, J. (2003). Social Capital and the Collective Management of Resources. Science, 

302(Special Section), 1912-1914.  

Pretty, J., & Ward, H. (2001). Social Capital and the Environment. World Devlopment, 

29(2), 209-227.  

Ribot, J. (2014). Cause and response: vulnerability and climate in the Anthropocene. 

The Journal of Peasant Studies, 41(5), 667-705. doi: 

10.1080/03066150.2014.894911 

Richard, A., & Mary, A. C. (Eds.). (2000). Focus Groups: A Practical Guide for 

Applied Research (3rd ed.). Thousand Oaks: Sage Publiccations. 

Roth, C. H. (2010). Developing Multi-Scale cCimate Change adaptation Strategies for 

Farming Communities in Cambodia, Lao PDR, Bangladesh and India (Project 

ID: LWR/2008/019).   Retrieved July 25, 2014, from 

http://aciar.gov.au/project/lwr/2008/019 

Roth, C. H., & Grünbühe, C. M. (2012). Developing Multi-Scale Adaptation Strategies: 

A Case Study for Farming Communities in Cambodia and Laos. Asian Journal 

of Environment and Disaster Management, 4(4), 425-446. doi: 

10.3850/S1793924012100055 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2001). Vulnerability and Adaptation Assessment to 

Climate Change in Cambodia.  Phnom Penh: Ministry of Environment. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.3850/S1793924012100031
http://aciar.gov.au/project/lwr/2008/019


 

 

155 

 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2002). Cambodia's Initial Communication under the 

United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change.  Phnom Penh: 

Ministry of Environment. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2003). Declaration on the Establishment of a Climate 

Change Office, Ministry of Environment.  Phnom Penh: Ministry of 

Environment. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2005). Vulnerability and Adaptation to Climate 

Hazards and to Climate Change: A Survey of Rural Cambodian Households. 

Phnom Penh: Ministry of Environment. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2006a). The Government-Donor Coordination 

Committee (GDCC) and Technical Working Groups (TWGs) in Cambodia.  

Phnom Penh: Cambodian Rehabilitation and Development Board. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2006b). National Adaptation Program of Action to 

Climate Change (NAPA).  Phnom Penh: Ministry of Environment. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2006c). Sub-Decree on the Establishment of the 

National Climate Change Committee.  Phnom Penh: Ministry of Environment. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2008a). General Population Census of Cambodia 

2008.  Phnom Penh: National Institute of Statistics, Ministry of Planning. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2008b). Rectangular Strategy for Growth, 

Employment, Equity and Efficiency.  Phnom Penh: Council of Ministers. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2008c). Statistical Year Book of Cambodia 2008.  

Phnom Penh: Ministry of Planning. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2008d). Strategic National Action Plan for Disaster 

Risk Reduction 2008-2013.  Phnom Penh: National Committee for Disaster 

Management, and Ministry of Planning. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2009a). Royal Decree on the Establishment of the 

Council for Agricultural and Rural Development (Khmer version).  Phnom Penh: 

Council of Ministers. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2009b). Strategic Development Plan on Water 

Resources and Meteorology to Contribute to the Implementation of the Updated 

National Strategic Development Plan (2009-2013).  Phnom Penh: Ministry of 

Water Resources and Meteorology. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2009c). Sub-Decree on the Separation of Department 

and Promotion of an Office to Department under the  Protected Areas and 

Natural Resources Conservation Administrations in addtion to Sub-Decree No. 

37 Dated 24 April 2008.  Phnom Penh: Ministry of Environment. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2010a). Comprehensive Post Disaster Needs 

Assessment: Ketsana Recovery and Construction in Cambodia.  Phnom Penh: 

National Committee for Disaster Management  

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2010b). Declaration on the Organization of Climate 

Change Department.  Phnom Penh: Ministry of Environment. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2010c). National Strategic Development Plan Update 

2009-2013.  Phnom Penh: Ministry of Planning. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2010d). Pilot Program for Climate Resilience: 

Project Proposal for Phase I.  Phnom Penh. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2010e). The Strategic Planning Framework for 

Fisheries: 2010-2019 (Volume 2).  Phnom Penh: Fisheries Administration. 



 

 

156 

 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2010f). Strategy for Agriculture and Water 2010-

2013, Program Design Document.  Phnom Penh: Ministry of Agriculture, 

Forestry and Fishery and Ministry of Water Resources and Meteorology. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2011a). Building Resilience: The Future for Rural 

Livelihoods in the Face of Climate Change.  Phnom Penh: Ministry of 

Environment and UNDP. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2011b). Implementation Plans for Rice Export Policy.  

Phnom Penh: Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries Retrieved from 

http://www.maff.gov.kh/%E1%9E%82%E1%9F%84%E1%9E%9B%E1%9E%

93%E1%9E%99%E1%9F%84%E1%9E%94%E1%9E%B6%E1%9E%99/776-

2013-11-15-05-05-35.html. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2011c). Strategic Plan for Agricultural Sector 2009-

2013.  Phnom Penh: Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2011d). The Strategic Planning Framework for 

Fisheries: 2010-2019 (Volume 1).  Phnom Penh: Fisheries Administration. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2012). Toward an Effective Monitoring and 

Evaluation Framework for Adaptation to Climate Change in Cambodia.  Phnom 

Penh: Ministry of Environment. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2013a). Cambodia Climate Change Strategic Plan 

2014-2023.  Phnom Penh: National Climate Change Committee Retrieved from 

http://www.camclimate.org.kh/en/documents-and-media/library/category/127-

national-strategic-plan.html. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2013b). Cambodia Getting Ready for a Full-Scale 

Climate Change Response.   Retrieved November 22, 2013, from 

http://www.camclimate.org.kh/ 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2013c). Climate Change Strategic Plan for 

Agriculture, Agribusiness, Animal Husbandry, Fisheries and Forestry. Ministry 

of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries Retrieved from 

http://www.camclimate.org.kh/en/documents-and-media/library/category/116-

sectoral-ccsp-khmer.html. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2013d). Guidelines for Developing NSDP 2014-2018 

(Khmer version).  Phnom Penh: Ministry of Planning. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2013e). Poverty in Cambodia - A New Approach 

Redefining the Poverty Line.  Phnom Penh: Ministry of Planning. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2014a). Decision on Representatives of National 

Climate Change Committee  (Translated from Khmer Language) Phnom Penh. 

Royal Government of Cambodia. (2014b). National Strategic Development Plan 2014-

2018.  Phnom Penh: Ministry of Planning Retrieved from 

http://www.mop.gov.kh/Home/NSDP/NSDP20142018/tabid/216/Default.aspx. 

Royal Government of Cambodia, & Asian Development Bank. (2011). 

Cambodia:Water Resources Manangement Sector Development Program. In A. 

D. Bank (Ed.), Program and Project Administration Manual Phnom Penh. 

Royal Government of Cambodia, & UNDP. (2007). Promoting Climate Resilient-Water 

Mangement and Agricultural Practices in Rural Cambodia: PIMS no.3867.  

Phnom Penh:  Retrieved from 

http://www.un.org.kh/undp/media/files/projects/docs/Prodoc_00069653_NAPA

_Follow_up.pdf. 

http://www.maff.gov.kh/%E1%9E%82%E1%9F%84%E1%9E%9B%E1%9E%93%E1%9E%99%E1%9F%84%E1%9E%94%E1%9E%B6%E1%9E%99/776-2013-11-15-05-05-35.html
http://www.maff.gov.kh/%E1%9E%82%E1%9F%84%E1%9E%9B%E1%9E%93%E1%9E%99%E1%9F%84%E1%9E%94%E1%9E%B6%E1%9E%99/776-2013-11-15-05-05-35.html
http://www.maff.gov.kh/%E1%9E%82%E1%9F%84%E1%9E%9B%E1%9E%93%E1%9E%99%E1%9F%84%E1%9E%94%E1%9E%B6%E1%9E%99/776-2013-11-15-05-05-35.html
http://www.camclimate.org.kh/en/documents-and-media/library/category/127-national-strategic-plan.html
http://www.camclimate.org.kh/en/documents-and-media/library/category/127-national-strategic-plan.html
http://www.camclimate.org.kh/
http://www.camclimate.org.kh/en/documents-and-media/library/category/116-sectoral-ccsp-khmer.html
http://www.camclimate.org.kh/en/documents-and-media/library/category/116-sectoral-ccsp-khmer.html
http://www.mop.gov.kh/Home/NSDP/NSDP20142018/tabid/216/Default.aspx
http://www.un.org.kh/undp/media/files/projects/docs/Prodoc_00069653_NAPA_Follow_up.pdf
http://www.un.org.kh/undp/media/files/projects/docs/Prodoc_00069653_NAPA_Follow_up.pdf


 

 

157 

 

Sato, J., Shiga, H., Kobayashi, T., & Kondoh, H. (2011). “Emerging Donors” from a 

Recipient Perspective: An Institutional Analysis of Foreign Aid in Cambodia. 

World Development, 39(12), 2091-2104. doi: 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2011.04.014 

Schwab, K. (2012). Global Competitiveness Report 2012-2013. Geneva: The World 

Economic Forum. 

Schwab, K. (2014). The Global Competitiveness Report 2014–2015. Geneva: The 

World Economic Forum. 

Smit, B., & Wandel, J. (2006). Adaptation, Adaptive Capacity and Vulnerability. 

Global Environmental Change, 16, 282-292.  

Storbjork, S., & Hedren, J. (2011). Institutional Capacity-Building for Targeting Sea-

Level Rise in the Climate Adaptation of Swedish Coastal Zone Management. 

Lessons from Coastby. Ocean and Coastal Management, 54, 265-273. doi: 

10.1016/jocecoaman.2010.12.007 

The WB Institute. (n.d-a). Developing Readiness for Institutional Capacity 

Development and an Enabling Policy Framework Mainstreaming Adaptation to 

Climate Change in Agriculture and Natural Resources Management Projects: 

Guidance Notes. Washington, DC.: The World Bank. 

The WB Institute. (n.d-b). Furthering an Enabling Institutional Environment 

Mainstreaming Adaptation to Climate Change in Agriculture and Natural 

Resources Management Projects: Guidance Notes. Washington, DC.: The 

World Bank. 

The World Bank Group. (2010). The Costs to Developing Countries of Adapting to 

Climate Change: New Methods and Estimates  The Global Report of the 

Economics of Adaptation to Climate Change Study (Vol. Consultation Draft). 

Washington, DC: The World Bank. 

Thoeun, H. C. (2015). Observed and projected changes in temperature and rainfall in 

Cambodia. Weather and Climate Extremes, 7(0), 61-71. doi: 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.wace.2015.02.001 

Thomas, D. S. G., & Twyman, C. (2005). Equity and justice in climate change 

adaptation amongst natural-resource-dependent societies. Global Environmental 

Change, 15(2), 115-124. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2004.10.001 

TKK, & SEA START RC. (2009). Water and Climate Change in the Lower Mekong 

Basin: Dianosis and Recommendations for Adaptation. Espoo, Finland: Helsinki 

University. 

UNDP-UNEP. (2011). Mainstreaming Climate Change Adaptation into Development 

Planning: A Guide for Practitioners. In K. Holmes (Ed.), Environment for the 

MDGs: The UNDP-UNEP Poverty-Environment Facility. 

UNDP. (2010). Promoting Climate Resilient Water Management and Agriculture 

Practices in Rural Cambodia (NAPA Follow Up). Phnom Penh: United Nations 

Development Program Cambodia and Cambodian Ministry of Agriculture, 

Forestry and Fishery. 

UNDP. (2012). Vulnerability Reduction Assessment: A Local Practitioner Guide Book 

(translated from local Khmer language): UNDP. 

UNDP. (2014). 2014 Human Development Index (HDI). In UNDP (Ed.), 2014 Human 

Development Report: UNDP. 

UNDP. (n.d). Promoting Climate Resilient Water Management and Agricultural 

Practices in Rural Cambodia Summary report.  Retrieved 25 February, 2015, 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2011.04.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.wace.2015.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2004.10.001


 

 

158 

 

from 

http://www.kh.undp.org/content/cambodia/en/home/operations/projects/environ

ment_and_energy/promoting-climate-resilient-water-management-and-

agricultural-pr/ 

UNFCCC. (2006). Technologies for adaptation to climate change. Bonn: Climate 

CHange Secretariat. 

Veraart, J., & Bakker, M. (2009). Climate - Proofing. In F. Ludwing, P. Kabat, H. Van 

Schaik, & M. Van der Valk (Eds.), Climate Change Adaptation in the Water 

Sector (pp. 109-122). London: Earthscan. 

Welp, M., Vega-Leinert, A., Stoll-Kleemann, S., & Jaeger, C. C. (2006). Science-Based 

Stakeholder Dialogues: Theories and Tools. Global Environmental Change, 16, 

170-181. doi: 10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2005.12.002 

Willems, S. (2004). Institutional Capacity and Climate Actions: Summary Paper. Paris: 

OECD. 

Willems, S., & Baumert, K. (2003). Institutional Capacity and Climate Change (Vol. 4). 

Paris: OECD. 

Wise, R. M., Fazey, I., Stafford Smith, M., Park, S. E., Eakin, H. C., Archer Van 

Garderen, E. R. M., & Campbell, B. (2014). Reconceptualising Adaptation to 

Climate Change as Part of Pathways of Change and Response. Global 

Environmental Change. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2013.12.002 

Yin, K. R. (Ed.). (2009). Case Study Research: Design and Methods (Fourth edition ed. 

Vol. 5). Thousand Oaks: Sage. 

Yuen, E., Jovicich, S. S., & Preston, L. B. (2013). Climate Change Vulnerability 

Assessments as Catalysts for Social Learning: Four Case Studies in South-

eastern Australia. Mitig Adapt Strateg Glob Change, 18, 567-590. doi: 

10.1007/s11027-012-9376-4 

 

  

http://www.kh.undp.org/content/cambodia/en/home/operations/projects/environment_and_energy/promoting-climate-resilient-water-management-and-agricultural-pr/
http://www.kh.undp.org/content/cambodia/en/home/operations/projects/environment_and_energy/promoting-climate-resilient-water-management-and-agricultural-pr/
http://www.kh.undp.org/content/cambodia/en/home/operations/projects/environment_and_energy/promoting-climate-resilient-water-management-and-agricultural-pr/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2013.12.002


159 

Appendix A: Ethical Approval and Informed Consent Form 



 

 

160 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
Climate Change Adaptation Planning in Cambodia and Potential for Improvement 

Ethics Reference Number: RO-1430 

 

Participant Informed Consent 

 

I understand that participation in this study is completely voluntary and I may withdraw at any 

time without risking any negative consequences. If I choose to withdraw my participation in this 

study, the information I have provided will be immediately destroyed. All the data collected in 

this study will be treated with complete confidentiality and not made accessible to any person 

other than the researchers working on this project. The information provided will be dealt with 

in a manner that ensures anonymous. Data will be stored in a secured location at Bond 

University for a period of five years in accordance with the guidelines set out by the Bond 

University Human Research Ethics Committee. 

I agree to take part in the above Bond University research project. I have read the Explanatory 

Statement. I am willing to be interviewed by the researcher which will take about 60 minutes 

and I understand that I may receive a follow up correspondence from the researchers.  

 

 

 

Signed:      Date:       
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Appendix B: Interview Guide for Institutional Ethnography 

 

 

Date of interview: …….. 

Respondent ID...... Your position and organisation:……………… 

       

I. Respondents and their organisations’ responsibilities and mandates 

1. What are your responsibilities in your organisation? 

2. How long have you been in charge of these tasks? 

3. What are mandates /mission of your organisation? 

4. What are key activities of your organisation? 

 

II. Ongoing research, research networks/bodies, and communication strategies 

5. What areas of research does your organisation focus on? 

6. Does your organisation conduct any climate related studies? 

a. What research topics have been undertaken? 

b. What tools/methods does your organisation use in generating the 

information? 

c. Is there any tools/methods that you have used personally? 

7. Has your organisation conducted any climate and agriculture related studies? 

a. What research topics have been undertaken? 

b. What tools/methods does your institution use in generating the 

information?  

c. Are there any other tools/methods that you have used personally?  

8. Has your organisation conducted any climate and water related studies? 

a. What research topics have been undertaken? 

b. What tools/methods does your organisation/center use in generating the 

information?  

c. Are there any other tools/methods that you have used personally?  

9. Who/what organisations are your information users? 

10. How do you communicate research findings/results to users? 

a. Policy-makers and planners: 

b. Practitioners: 
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11. What are main challenges you (your organisation) have encountered in 

communicating research results? 

a. Policy-makers and planners: 

b. Practitioners: 

12. What would you comment in term of effectiveness of the communication 

strategies you and your organisation have used to communicate research results 

to:  

a. Planners and policymakers 

b. Practitioners 

13. What strategies do you think would be the most effective way to communicate 

research results to: 

a. Planners and policymakers 

b. Practitioners 

14. What would you comment in term of effectiveness of the communication 

strategies you and your organisation have used to communicate research results 

to:  

a. Planners and policy-makers 

b. Practitioners 

15. What strategies do you think would be the most effective way to communicate 

research results to: 

a. Planners and policy-maker 

b. Practitioners 

 

III. Decision-making and planning processes 

16. Please describe the step-by-step planning process that has been practised in your 

organisation (Office, Department, Directorate, Ministry)?  

17. Who are involved in the planning process? Who usually facilitate the process? 

18. Who are the most influential persons in the process? Please elaborate.  

19. Is there any information that basically used for the planning? Y/N 

20. What information, especially the climate-related information that has been used?  

21. At which stages is that information taken into account?  

22. Was the information adequate in terms of quality and quantity? Please elaborate.  
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23. What constraints and challenges has your organisation encountered with current 

planning practices?  

24. How have they been addressed? Any lessons learned? 

 

IV. Stakeholders’ understanding and perception about adaptation and climate-

informed planning 

25. Based on your opinion, would current planning activities be sufficient in the face 

of climate change? Please elaborate? 

26. What adjustments to your or (water and agriculture related) organisation current 

activities or strategies do you think are perhaps necessary in order to cope with 

future climate risks? What are the reasons for the adjustments? Where did you 

get the ideas from?  

27. What challenges would you anticipate if your or (water and agriculture related) 

organisation adopted a more climate-informed adaptation planning process?  

28. How would these challenges be addressed?  

29. Overall, how significant is it that your or (water and agriculture related) 

organisations should consider undertaking a more climate evidence-based 

planning? Please rank as: very important, important and less important.  

30. How do you define climate change adaptation? Please provide an example of a 

few adaptation options. 

 

V. Access and relevant information for climate-informed planning  

31. What additional information do you think that may facilitate a more climate 

evidence-based planning within water and agriculture sectors?  

32. What sources will you or your or (water and agriculture related) organisation 

have access to the information? 

33. What difficulties and challenges may your or (water and agriculture related) 

organisations have in order to access and apply relevant information and 

knowledge into existing planning process? 

34. In what ways (internet/email, hard copy reports/publication, workshops…etc) do 

you think that your or (water and agriculture related) organisation can best 
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receive (with existing capacities) climate related information needed for 

adaptation planning? 

35. What mechanism would you propose in order to assist your or (water and 

agriculture related) organisation to better access and benefit from available 

information? 

 

VI. Institutions and governance for climate-informed planning 

36. How can the interface between research/science and CCA policy-making and 

planning within water and agriculture sectors in Cambodia be narrowed? 

37. How can the interface between research/science and CCA implementation 

(practitioners) within water and agriculture sectors in Cambodia be narrowed? 

38. In what ways would local research institutes and networks assist your or (water 

and agriculture related) organisation towards implementing climate-informed 

decision-making and planning? 

39. Overall, what kind of institutional arrangement (horizontal and vertical) or 

coordination mechanism do you think may be able to facilitate the planning and 

implementation of climate-informed planning? 
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Appendix C: Interview Guide for Case Study 
 

 

Date of interview: …….. Project:…………………… 

Respondent ID.........  Your position or involvement in project: 

      

I. Background of the project  

1. Sectors focused 

2. Project geographical areas and scale 

3. Duration:  

4. Budget (US$) and funders:  

5. Key activities and progress to date: 

6. How the project was designed? By whom and who else involved in the process? 

7. Please describe the project implementation arrangement including the 

implementation agencies? 

 

II. Capacity building  

8. What capacity building activities were, are or will be conducted in this project? 

9. Do you think that the capacity buildings addresses capacity gaps of 

stakeholders’ institution? Please elaborate. 

10. Any thoughts for future improvement or next steps? 

 

III. Generation of climate-related information for local planning  

11. Methods, tools and approach used to generate the information? 

12. In what way the findings were used? 

13. What were the challenges and lessons learned? 

 

IV. Local planning processes and an integration of climate change concerns  

14. What development plans does your organisation have/developed? 

15. Please describe your local planning processes? 

16. Challenges and lessons learned? 

17. Please explain your approaches in Mainstreaming climate change concerns or 

climate change resilience or adaptation into local development plans?  
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18. What drivers do you think that contribute to the success of this mainstreaming 

attempt? 

19. What barriers or challenges that the exercise has encountered or expected to 

happen?  

20. What lessons or/and suggestions would you like to make for effective CC 

mainstreaming? 

 

V. Implementation of adaptation measures 

21. What adaptation measures were selected and implemented in this project?  

22. What makes the project as climate change adaptation (any differences from 

development as usual)? 

23. Who or what organisations are key stakeholders in the implementation of the 

adaptation measures? 

24. Please describe decision-making process in selection of the adaptation measures 

(stakeholders involved, information used) 

25. Please describe stakeholders’ (farmers, policymakers) engagement processes in 

implementing the selected measures? 

26. What would you comment regarding cooperation of different stakeholders in the 

project? How could it be strengthened? 

27. What barriers or challenges that the project has encountered or expected to 

happen?  

28. What drivers do you think that contribute to the success of adaptation? 

29. Could you describe the impacts or potential impacts of the adaptation measures 

on local communities? 

30. Do you think the project is effective in dealing with climate change? Please 

elaborate. 

31. What would you suggest to future climate change adaptation projects (focuses, 

activities, institutions/implementation arrangement, stakeholders engagement 

processes, mainstreaming processes, capacity building focuses…etc)? 

32. What lessons or/and suggestions would you like to make for more effective 

implementation of climate change adaptation measures.  
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Appendix D: Institutional Ethnography Research’s Respondents’ 

Profiles 

 

Respondent 

ID 

Respondents' responsibilities/ roles Respondents’ 

organisation 

1 Management, planning, implementation  MAFF 

2 Management, planning, implementation MAFF 

3 Management, planning, implementation MAFF 

4 Management, planning, implementation  MAFF 

5 Management, planning, implementation  MAFF 

6 Management, planning, implementation MAFF 

7 Management, planning, implementation MAFF 

8 Management, planning, implementation MAFF 

9 Management, planning, implementation MAFF 

10 Management, planning, implementation MAFF 

11 Management, planning, implementation MAFF 

12 Management, planning, implementation MAFF 

13 Management and coordination MOE  

14 Management and research MOE 

15 Management and coordination  MOP
6
  

16 Management, planning, implementation MOWRAM 

17 Management, planning, implementation MOWRAM 

18 Management, planning, implementation MOWRAM 

19 Management, planning, implementation MOWRAM 

20 Management, planning, implementation MOWRAM 

21 Management, planning, implementation MOWRAM 

22 Management/administration MOWRAM 

23 Project official and CC specialist ADB (2 respondents) 

24 Project official ADB 

                                                           
6
 Ministry of Planning 
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25 Local consultant/engineer ADB 

26 Senior program manager AusAID
7
 

27 Management, planning, implementation CEDAC
8
 

28 Management  FAO
9
 

29 Technical advisor IFAD 

30 Team leader UNDP 

31 Environment specialist WB 

32 Research CDRI
10

 

33 Research and management  CDRI 

34 Research and management CARDI
11

 

35 Research and management IFRI
12

 

36 Research and management MFR&DI
13

 

37 Teaching and research ITC
14

 

38 Management, teaching and research RUA  

39 Management, teaching and research RUA 

40 Management, teaching and research RUPP
15

 

41 Management, teaching and research  RUPP (3 respondents) 

 

 

 

                                                           
7
 Australian Agency for International Development 

8
 Centre for Study and Development in Agriculture 

9
 Food and Agriculture Organisation 

10
 The Cambodian Development Resources Institute 

11
 Cambodian Agriculture Research and Development Institute 

12
 Inland Fisheries Research Institute 

13
 Marine Fisheries Developments and Research Institute 

14
 Institute of Technology Cambodia 

15
 Royal University of Phnom Penh 




