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Session Objectives 

• Key GMS policy and institutional arrangements 
for PA management and climate change.  

• Recommendations for policy innovations or 
changes to institutional frameworks to enhance 
policy integration. 

• Provide input into the environment ministers 
meeting, ADB, World Congress, and beyond, 
creating statements and other pathways forward 
to pursue after the workshop 



Session Agenda 

• Case study on Rakhine Yoma Elephant Range (Myanmar) by Mr. 
Aung Kyaw, Park Warden, MOECAF 

• Case study on Beung Kiat Ngong Ramsar Site (Lao PDR) by Mr. 
Peter-John Meynell, Biodiversity and Climate Change Specialist 

• Survey results GMS policy and institutional frameworks for PA 
and climate change management; Outputs from ADB EOC 
Roundtable on Climate Change Adaptation in the GMS by Mr. 
Sumit Pokerel, Senior Climate Change Specialist, ADB EOC 

• Plenary discussion on the case studies and the synthesis paper. 

• Break 

• Working groups to develop a set of lessons from the review of 
policy and institutional frameworks  

 



Institutions and Arrangements 

• Government structures-ministries, central and 
decentralized authority. 

• Ministry mandate/where should climate fit? 

• National task forces, advisory groups and 
programs. 

• Co-management and non-govt options 

• Regional structures- ADB, MRC, ASEAN 

• International commitments- CBD, UNFCCC, 
UNCCD 

 

 



Institutional challenges for linking 
CC/PA management 

• Climate change has no single Ministry. 

• Multiple initiatives and cross-cutting projects. 

• CC messages differ depending upon 
institutional mandate. 

• Competition for scarce budget 
resources/power differentials between 
authorities 



Policy Foundation to Build Upon 

• Forestry and wildlife laws. 

• Protected area decrees/mgt plans. 

• NAPAs. 

• Sectoral CC strategies (Ag, fisheries, water, 
infrastructure) 

• Green growth, rural development, disaster 
and risk mitigation, poverty alleviation 

• Health/sanitation and basic social services  

 

 

 



Challenges of integrating CC 
adaptation and PA mgt. policy 

• Lack knowledge about key relationships and 
difficulty in data interpretation. 

• Keeping climate change a front burner issue 
within PA mgt. space. 

• Limited integrated development and 
conservation planning, recognize resources are 
limited. 

• Development policies increase vs. decrease CC 
vulnerability 

• Policy coherence and integration often replaced 
by new policies and plans. 



Opportunities for integrating CC 
adaptation and PA mgt. policy 

• Lots of financing for disaster risk reduction = 
Use Pas as natural infrastructure options. 

• Lots of lands already protected (20%), climate 
zones for species, connectivity/corridors. 

• Good decision support tools coming on-line to 
look at development and CC scenarios, make 
informed decisions. 

• Investing now in future PA system needs, 
setting trends for the rest of the world. 

 


