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Climate policies are known to be very important in attempts to pursue climate change 48 

mitigation and adaptation. However, there is a paucity of international studies where the status 49 

of climate change policies is analysed. Consequently, this paper reports on research undertaken 50 

in a sample of 13 highly diverse countries, in regards to their geography, socioeconomic 51 

development, vulnerability elements, adaptation, and climate-risks. The results draw attention 52 

to the spread and standardisation of climate change policies globally, through the adoption of 53 

comprehensive National Adaptation Plans/Strategies (NAPs/NASs), that include mitigation 54 

measures, and evaluation mechanisms. Although NAPs tend to include different non-55 

governmental stakeholders, they are still mainly state-centred (e.g. in a country´s Ministry of 56 

Environment) in most of the 13 studied countries.  57 

The results show that NAPs objectives translate more a global agenda and less the 58 

national/regional vulnerabilities and contexts. In fact, despite the different human and 59 

socioeconomic development, diverse climate-risks, and dissimilar vulnerability and readiness 60 

status among countries, the examined NAPs usually refer to the same critical sectors and 61 

objectives. Notwithstanding the similarities, our results highlight two different logics of 62 

adaptation reflected on the NAPs: one focused on economic risks and opportunities, 63 

characteristic of developed countries; and other focused on the natural resources and 64 

conservation, characteristic of developing countries. The implications of the study are 65 

analysed, and prospects are described. 66 

 67 
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 71 

Highlights  72 

• Climate change policies are central to mitigation and adaptation strategies 73 

• There are many implementation challenges which hinder the design or appropriate 74 

responses 75 

• In order to succeed, National Adaptation Plans/Strategies (NAPs/NASs) need broad 76 

support 77 

• Mitigation measures need to be complemented by evaluation mechanisms 78 

• Limited participation of non-governmental stakeholders in the development of NAPs 79 

constraint the effectiveness of responses. 80 



1 Introduction 81 

1.1.Background 82 

The growing threat of global climate change induced by human activity requires climate 83 

change policies addressing this problem at global, national and local levels of governance. 84 

There are two types of climate change management, mitigation policies, and adaption policies. 85 

United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC), Kyoto Protocol, the 86 

Cancún Adaptation Framework (CAF), Durban Platform for Enhanced Action and Paris 87 

Climate Agreement are some of the relevant climate management policies.    88 

The UNFCCC (1992) defined such terms as ‘adverse effects of climate change', ‘emissions' 89 

and ‘greenhouse gases'. The Convention's ultimate objective to "stabilise greenhouse gas 90 

concentrations in the atmosphere at a level that would prevent dangerous anthropogenic 91 

interference with the climate system" (United Nations, 1992) underlay following climate 92 

change policies. The document entered into force in March 1994 and had been ratified by 195 93 

countries (UNFCCC, 2018). Also, the latest agreement was adopted by 195 nations at the Paris 94 

Climate Conference (Conference of the Parties “COP21”) in December 2015. The Paris 95 

agreement is due to enter into force in 2020 (European Commission, 2018a). The deal aims to 96 

strengthen the global response to climate change by keeping the average global warming to 97 

well below 2 °C above pre-industrial levels and to pursue efforts to limit the temperature 98 

increase to 1.5 °C above pre-industrial levels (UNFCCC, 2018).  99 

Adaptation is a crucial component of climate policy, yet we have a limited and fragmented 100 

understanding of if and how adaptation is currently taking place (Ford et al. 2015). Adaptation 101 

in the Paris Agreement establishes "enhancing adaptive capacity, strengthening resilience and 102 

reducing vulnerability to climate change" and adaptation communications (periodically submit 103 

an adaptation communication to the UNFCCC) should include a nationally determined 104 

contribution (NDC), a national adaptation plan (NAP) and/or a national communication (NC). 105 

The CAF enables parties to formulate and implement NAPs as a means of identifying medium- 106 

and long-term adaptation needs and developing and implementing strategies and programmes 107 

to address those needs. (https://unfccc.int/topics/adaptation-and-108 

resilience/workstreams/national-adaptation-plans). 109 

The Paris Agreement Article 7.9 encourages all Parties to engage in the formulation and 110 

implementation of NAPs. Together with the NAPs, the national adaptation monitoring and 111 

evaluation systems is considered by the UNFCCC as a condition of adapting to climate change, 112 

"enabling Parties to better address climate risks, improve the effectiveness of adaptation 113 



measures, and increase accountability" (Vallejo, 2017) to strengthening vertical integration in 114 

NAPs processes (Dazé et al., 2016) and Climate Resilient Development Framework (Kim et 115 

al., 2017). 116 

This paper focuses on the formalised NAPs that have been designed for adoption by national 117 

policymakers across various socio-economic, cultural, environmental and geographical 118 

regions. NAP's are a powerful policy tool for countries for its comprehensive approach to the 119 

climate change challenges and support to central climate policies, compared with other sectoral 120 

and/or national isolated instruments. Simultaneously, it is also a powerful analytical tool that 121 

enables systematic comparison and analysis across different countries in terms of 122 

environmental policies and challenges. The designation, structure, and focus of the NAPs differ 123 

between countries, but often they provide a comprehensive overview of the main impacts and 124 

vulnerabilities in a state and propose measures to adapt to the impacts projected (Biesbroek et 125 

al., 2010).In this regard, the COP22 saw a reaffirmation of the importance of NAPs, and 126 

adaptation planning, in supporting the Paris Agreement, particularly for least developed (LDC) 127 

and developing countries (COP22, 2016) but are also important in Europe and Central Asia 128 

(UNDP, 2018). A National Adaptation Programme of Action (NAPA) is a type of plan linked 129 

with NAPs submitted by LDC to the UNFCCC 130 

(http://unfccc.int/national_reports/items/1408.php).  131 

To date, 25 European Union (EU) member states have adopted a national adaptation strategy 132 

(NAS), and 15 have developed a NAP, the latter mostly on freshwater management, flood risk 133 

management, agriculture, and forestry (EEA, 2018). Termeer et al. (2012) found several 134 

weaknesses of the governance institutions involved in the NAS in the Netherlands, the United 135 

Kingdom, Finland and Sweden, causing tensions on the long term, e.g.,  strong one-sided 136 

reliance on scientific experts, and tension between top-down policy development and bottom-137 

up implementation. 138 

The novelty of this study is the questioning of the prevailing imposition of a unique one-size-139 

fits-all adaptation model (NAPs/NASs) at the global level which is not sufficiently suited to 140 

the local vulnerability context. That is why we also emphasise on the complementary sectoral 141 

and local-level plans. 142 

 143 

1.2.Research Framework 144 

The main research question addressed in this paper is: i) How are the studied countries defining 145 

NAPs (along with NDCs, NCs and NASs,) to overcome the observed climate adaptation 146 

limitations and guide their responses? This question requires understanding: i) what are the 147 

http://unfccc.int/national_reports/items/1408.php


vulnerabilities and objectives identified in the different NAPs? ii) what are the NAPs objectives 148 

similarities and differences between the involved countries? iii) how different national contexts 149 

and vulnerabilities are considered or not in the NAPs; iv) how are the primary agents placed in 150 

the NAP’s agenda? v) what kind of participatory mechanisms are being used to involve the 151 

different stakeholders into the NAP’s agenda and among other things, in responses to their 152 

climate challenges? 153 

This paper aims to analyse and compare public climate change policies (e.g. objectives, 154 

stakeholders, participatory mechanisms) based on the NAPs on the one hand, and 155 

complementary plans and measures (e.g. NASs, sectoral and local plans) on the other, of a 156 

sample of thirteen countries to:  157 

• understand if the national adaptation policies translate more a global agenda or their 158 

vulnerabilities and contexts; 159 

• understand the differences of the objectives between countries and if they are aligned 160 

with the national vulnerabilities;  161 

• map the agents that intervene in the process and the place of bottom-up participatory 162 

mechanisms. 163 

 164 

The originality and practical implications of this research are to identify advantages and 165 

limitations among nations to gather critical ideas, which may guide states in the definition and 166 

implementation of climate change policies, with the purpose of both serving a global agenda 167 

and guide responses which consider their local/regional or national vulnerabilities and 168 

specificities.  169 

The working hypotheses are 1. NAPs objectives translate the global agenda instead of the 170 

national/regional vulnerabilities; 2. The formulation of NAPs tends to include different non-171 

governmental stakeholders mainly led by the Ministries of Environment; 3. NAPs provide 172 

mechanisms of participation for non-governmental stakeholders and populations. 4. The 173 

formulation of NAPs tends to privilege economic vulnerabilities in developed countries and 174 

natural/environmental ones in developing countries and/or with high climate risk.  175 

2 Methodology 176 

2.1 Sampled countries 177 

 178 



The study undertook a comparative analysis of 13 countries (Fig. 1) selected considering their 179 

geographical, socio-economic (from Least Developed Countries-LDC: Bangladesh and 180 

Mozambique, to highly developed ones: Australia, Canada, and Germany), cultural and 181 

environmental diversity, different status of vulnerability elements (exposure, sensitivity and 182 

adaptive capacity), climate-risks, and adaptation strategies, and regionally grouped as follows: 183 

Africa (Mozambique); America (Brazil, Canada and Uruguay); Asia (Bangladesh, India and 184 

Malaysia); Europe (Czech Republic, England, Germany, Latvia and Portugal); Oceania 185 

(Australia). A limitation about regional representativeness is that Africa is underrepresented.  186 

The analysis was conducted using statistical indicators, available public materials (e.g. the 187 

NAPs), peer-reviewed national and international studies, and from reliable information sources 188 

from each country (Appendix A).  189 

Statistical indicators from the thirteen countries were gathered from the World Bank Database 190 

(2018), the United Nations Human Development Index (HDI) (United Nations Development 191 

Program, 2016), the Global Climate-Risk Index (CRI) (Eckstein et al., 2017) and the Notre 192 

Dame University Gain Index (ND-Gain) (Notre Dame GAIN, 2016), for the characterization 193 

and comparative analysis of each country socioeconomic, vulnerability, climate-risk and 194 

adaptive capacity status. The HDI integrates three socioeconomic and human development 195 

indicators: (i) the per capita parity purchase power (PPP) and gross domestic product (GDP); 196 

(ii) education; and (iii) life expectancy, which have been successfully used for cross-197 

comparison studies of adaptive capacity and development (Leal Filho et al., 2018a). The Global 198 

CRI analyses to what extent countries were affected by the impacts of weather-related events 199 

from 1997–2016. The states ranking highest are the ones most impacted and should see the 200 

CRI as a warning sign that they are at risk of either frequent events or rare, but extraordinary 201 

catastrophes, or a combination of both (Eckstein et al., 2017). The ND-Gain Index measures 202 

vulnerability (exposure, sensitivity, and adaptive capacity) and readiness (a country’s ability 203 

to leverage investments and convert them into adaptation actions) when it comes to climate 204 

change and climate-related impacts (Notre Dame GAIN, 2016).  205 



Figure 1- Countries involved in the study (AUS – Australia; BGD – Bangladesh; BRA-Brazil; CAN – Canada; CZE - 206 
Czech Republic; DEU – Germany; ENG – England; IND – India; MOZ – Mozambique; MYS – Malaysia; PRT – 207 
Portugal; URY – Uruguay)  208 

 209 

2.2 Selected indicators and categories 210 

 211 

A matrix described the comparative analysis of the National Adaptation Plans (NAPs) of the 212 

studied countries to identify indicators that allow understanding to which extent climate change 213 

formal policy exists and is implemented. NAP “include a mix of policies and measures with 214 

the overarching objective of reducing the country’s vulnerability”, and depending on the 215 

circumstances, it can be “comprehensive at a national level, addressing adaptation across 216 

sectors, regions and vulnerable populations, or it can be more limited, focusing on just one or 217 

two sectors or regions” (Niang-Diop and Bosch, 2005, 186). A set of 10 indicators 218 

corresponding to the dimensions of the different adaptation plans provides a framework to 219 

source information about them (Table 1), allowing to develop a comparison between various 220 

approaches and goals in different countries. 221 



Table 1 – Matrix/Indicators  222 

Indicators Goals, dimensions, categorisation and responsible for 
adaptation plans and sectors 

National Adaptation Strategy (NAS) 
National Adaptation Plan (NAP) 

Assess if there is a National Adaption Strategy 
Assess if there is a National Adaption Plan 

National Adaptation Programme of Action  
(NAPA) 

Assess if there is a National Adaptation Programme of Action 

Assessment and/or Evaluation Mechanisms Assess if there is an Assessment and/or Evaluation 
Mechanisms 

Sectoral Programs Assess if there are Sectoral Programs 
The categorisation of the sectoral programs in sectors and 
main areas 

Vulnerable or Key sectors identified in NAP Classification of the critical sectors identified in the 13 NAP’s 
Objectives of the NAP The categorisation of the goals (Adaptation, Mitigation or 

Governance) 
Who is Responsible for elaboration: 

 
NAP Sectoral Programs 

Who is Responsible for implementation NAP Sectoral Programs  
Participatory mechanisms Universities/scientists, NGO, Business, Public in general, 

Other     
 223 

Through a content analysis of NAPs, we classify the several sectoral programs, including 224 

natural and social systems, as well as risk-management actions (henceforth sector) mentioned 225 

in the NAP/NAS, and the critical sectors, that is to say, the most vulnerable ones identified by 226 

each country in the 13 studied NAP/NAS upon its main themes/resources into one of nine 227 

categories. Acknowledging that adaptation plans should ideally follow an integrated approach, 228 

the interrelations between economic activities, natural resources, and infrastructure, as well as 229 

the broad definition of sector, and to facilitate the analysis we group the nine categories, into 230 

the following three sector-based areas (Table 2):  231 

i) Natural resources (Agriculture and Forestry, Water resources, Coastal Zones, and Marine 232 

Resources, Biodiversity and Ecosystems); ii) Human and socioeconomic resources (HSER) 233 

(Human health and protection, Built Environment, Infrastructure, and Economic activity); iii) 234 

Mixed (includes sectoral programs/critical sectors concerned with integrated natural, human 235 

and socio-economic resources, and risk prevention and management actions mainstreamed into 236 

the national level).  237 
Table 2 – Sector-based areas 238 

Sector-based areas Categories          Example 
Natural 
Resources 

Agriculture and Forestry  Agriculture (Latvia, Czech Republic, 
Germany, Portugal, Canada, Brazil, 
Uruguay, Mozambique)  
Forests (Latvia, Czech Republic, 
Germany, Portugal, Canada, Mozambique) 

Water resources, Coastal Zones, and 
Marine Resources 

Coastal zones and sea (Portugal)  
Marine Ecosystems (Malaysia) 

Biodiversity and Ecosystems  Biodiversity (Portugal, Mozambique)  
Natural ecosystems  (Australia); 



Human and 
socioeconomic 
resources 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Mixed 

Human health and protection consists of 
a sectoral program/critical sector on 
human health, quality of life and 
wellbeing, and security and resilience of 
(vulnerable) populations;  

Human health (Latvia, Malaysia, 
Germany) 
Healthy and Resilient Communities  
(England) 
Security of people and goods (Portugal) 

Built Environment, Infrastructure and 
Economic activity include sectoral 
programs/critical sectors on urban 
spaces, infrastructures (energy, transport, 
and communication) and economic 
activities, such as tourism and industry. 
 
Sectoral programs/critical sectors that 
privilege a comprehensive approach to 
the territory instead of one focused on 
one kind of sector, such as islands 
(India), Parks (Canada), Food and 
Nutritional Security (Brazil), and the risk 
prevention and management (here 
considered a critical). 

Cities and the built environment 
(Australia) 
Industry and energy (Czech Republic) 
Transport and communications (Portugal) 
Private Sector (Brazil) 
Production and Consumption (Uruguay) 
 
Disaster risk-management  (Australia, 
Brazil, and Uruguay) 
Adaptation Actions Under State Action 
Plans On Agriculture, Water, Health, 
Coastal Regions and Islands (India) 
Food and Nutritional Security (Brazil) 

  
 239 

Each NAP objective was classified into one of three categories, Governance, Adaptation and 240 

Mitigation (also considered here because of the reference on NAPs). The Governance 241 

objectives address the political, organisational, management and participatory aspects. 242 

Mitigation objectives address the causes of climate change, whereas adaptation objectives 243 

address the impacts of climate change through an adjustment in natural or human systems in 244 

response to the actual or expected climatic stimuli or their effects, which moderates harm or 245 

exploits beneficial opportunities (IPCC, 2001).  Although the focus here is on the adaptation 246 

policies to climate change, some NAPs/NASs include mitigation objectives.  247 

In sum, through a quantitative and qualitative broad brush comparative study of 13 countries, 248 

we identify the environmental, social and policy components related to formal climate 249 

adaptation plans and also an indication of the stage of comprehensiveness, the progression of 250 

ecological, social and policy developments (implementation and evaluation). Qualitative and 251 

quantitative analysis and comparisons of the data obtained through this study will provide 252 

insight regarding formal climate adaptation strategies as a factor determining the success of 253 

adaptation plans effectiveness in the 13 studied countries.   254 

Each section of the paper focuses on one of the key results of our analysis of the status of the 255 

public climate change policies and includes an overview of the findings as well as the situation 256 

for each of our focus thirteen countries. 257 



2.3 Socioeconomic and climate change vulnerability characterisation of the 258 

thirteen countries.  259 

The thirteen states involved in this study reveal substantial demographic and socioeconomic 260 

differences, as well as, heterogeneous climate-risk, vulnerability, and readiness (see table 3 and 261 

figure 2). The population distribution range varies from countries that as Latvia and Uruguay 262 

(1.9 and 3.4 million, respectively) to India (1,300 million people). Furthermore, India, Canada, 263 

Brazil, and Mozambique are countries with a vast geographical area, whereas Bangladesh has 264 

a very high population density (1,265 people / km2). 265 

  266 



Table 3 - Comparative country-level population, human development, vulnerability, and climate-risk1 267 
Continent Country Surface 

area 

103 Km2 

(2016) 

Population 

(2016) 

(Million 

people) 

HDI 

(2015) 

(world ranking) 

The coefficient 

of Human 

Inequality 

(2015) 

Climate Risk 

Index 

(1997-2016)  

(world ranking) 

Africa MOZ 799 28 0.418 (181) 32.9 40.83 (18) 

America BRA 8,5 208 0.754 (79) 25.0 84.67 (90) 

CAN 9,9 36 0.920 (10) 8.7 94.00 (98) 

URY 176 3.4 0.795 (54) 15.4 79.83 (85) 

Asia IND 3,2 1,324 0.624 (131) 26.5 37.17 (12) 

MYS 

BGD 

330 

147 

31 

165 

0.789 (59) 

0.579 (139) 

n.a. 

28.6 

  102.83 (113) 

26.50 (6) 

Europe CZE 78 10.6 0.878 (28) 5.3 73.17 (72) 

DEU 357 82 0.926 (6) 7.0 43.17 (23) 

GBR 243 65 0.909 (16) 7.8 65.83 (56) 

LVA 64 1.9 0.830 (44) 10.3 102.83 (113) 

PRT 92 10 0.843 (41) 10.1 42.67 (22) 

Oceania AUS 7,7 24 0.939 (2) 8.0 52.33 (34) 

Sources: Surface area and Population - World Bank Database (2018); HDI and Coefficient of Human Inequality 268 
- United Nations Development Program (2016); Global Climate Risk Index (CRI) – Eckstein et al. (2017) 269 
Based on the data gathered on the country-level characteristics (see table 3 and figure 2), the 270 

essential features of the sampled countries are as follows:  271 

• Bangladesh, India, and Mozambique show below common development indicators, high 272 

climate risk - very high in the case of BGD - and vulnerabilities and low degree of 273 

readiness to adapt. Brazil shows below average development indicators, high climate risk 274 

indicator, and medium vulnerability and readiness to adapt;  275 

• Latvia, Czech Republic, Malaysia, and Uruguay show above average development 276 

indicators, low climate risks, and low to medium vulnerability and medium readiness to 277 

adapt; Portugal present very similar features, except a medium to high climate risk index; 278 

• Germany, the United Kingdom, Australia, and Canada show well above average 279 

development indicators and very low to low vulnerability and a high to very high degree 280 

of readiness to adapt, but different climate risk index: high in Germany (23) and Australia 281 

(34), moderate in United Kingdom (56) and low in Canada (98);   282 

                                                 
1 The United Kingdom combines data clustered from England, Wales, Scotland and Northern 
Ireland.    



Figure 2 –Vulnerability and Readiness (ND-GAIN Index) 283 

 284 

3 Results 285 

3.1 Climate Change National Adaptation Plans – one global agenda, multiple 286 

national speeds 287 

Most of the analysed countries have not only a NAS and/or a NAP, reflecting the international 288 

agenda of global climate change adaptation, but also local-level and sectoral plans, as well as, 289 

evaluation and/or assessment mechanisms of the NAP, which are crucial to its effective 290 

implementation; this disparate diversity of plans, sectors and mechanisms is shown in table 4. 291 

Almost all European countries have local-level plans, whereas the majority of the states have 292 

sectoral programs, except the Czech Republic and Uruguay: 11 of the 13 countries have 293 

sectoral plans, ranging from Bangladesh (16), Brazil (12) and Portugal (10) to Germany (7) 294 

and Malaysia (5), with an average of 8.5 sectoral programs.  295 

 296 



Table 4 - Climate Change National Adaptation Instruments by Country 297 
Continent Country NAS NAP Evaluation and/or 

assessment mechanisms 

   Sectoral   Programs 

Africa MOZ Yes Yes   Yes Yes 

America BRA Yes Yes Yes Yes 

CAN Yes Yes Yes Yes 

URY Yes Yes Yes No 

Asia IND Yes Yes Yes Yes 

MYS 

BGD 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Europe CZE Yes Yes Yes No 

DEU Yes Yes Yes Yes 

ENG Yes Yes Yes Yes 

LVA Yes No Yes Yes 

PRT Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Oceania AUS Yes No Yes Yes 

 298 

The overall data shows a slight prevalence of sectoral programs focused on Human and 299 

Socioeconomic Resources (HSER) (table 5) (see Appendix B.1). Almost all countries have 300 

sectoral plans concerned with HSER, except India, where most programs belong to the 301 

category Mixed, opting for an integrated approach to climate change programs (e.g. 302 

Agriculture, Water, Health, Coastal Regions and Islands, Knowledge Management and 303 

Capacity Building).  304 

 305 



Table 5 - Sectoral Programs by sector and Country (as of 2017) 306 
 Africa         America Asia Europe  Oceania       Total 
Sector MOZ BRA URY* CAN BGD  IND MYS CZE* DEU ENG LVA PRT AUS  N % 
Natural resources 4 4 4 2 8 2 2 4   4  2     3       4        2 45 40,2 
Agriculture and Forestry 2 1 2 2 2 1 0 1   2  1     2       2        0 18 16,1 
Water resources 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1   0  0    0       0        1  7  6,3 
Coastal Zones and Marine 
resources 

0 1 0 0 2 0 1 1  1 0   1      1       0 
        8 7,1 

Biodiversity and Ecosystems 1 1 1 0 3 1 0 1  1 1  0      1       1 12 10,7 
Human and socioeconomic 
resources 3 6 5 6 4 0 2 4 3 4  2      5      3 47 42,0 
Human health and protection 2 2 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1  1      2     2 15 13,4 
Built Environment, 
Infrastructure and Economic 
activity 

1 4       4 6 3 0 1 3 2 3  1     3     1 
      32 28,6 

Integrated or Mixed 
2 2 1 1 4 4 1 1 0 1 0     1     2       20 

  
17,9 

Total   9 12 10 9   16 6 5  9 7 7 5 10 7  112  100 
Mean of Sectoral Programs by Country = 8.5(without URY and CZE) 
*Main strategic sectors identified in NAP 
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Table 5 presents the Sectoral Programs by category and country, corroborating the slight 308 

prevalence of the HSER main area (42% of the sectoral programs). The built environment, 309 

Infrastructure, and Economic Activity is the category with more sectoral plans (28,6%), 310 

followed by Agriculture and Forestry (16,9%) and Human Health and protection (13,4%). 311 

Besides, if Agriculture and Forestry were included within HSER, this area would reach 59%. 312 

Germany, Portugal, England, Canada, Bangladesh, and Brazil even have more than one 313 

sectoral program focused on "Built environment, Infrastructure, and Economic Activity". Note 314 

that this category is more significant in the European countries, Brazil and Canada, countries 315 

that have above average development indicators. On the contrary, the states with development 316 

indicators below average, such as Bangladesh, India and Mozambique privilege sectoral 317 

programs focused on Natural Resources. In the Czech Republic and Uruguay, there are no 318 

sectoral programs; however, the main strategic sectors identified in NAP coincide with the 319 

sectoral plans defined by other countries: Built Environment Infrastructure and Economic 320 

activity and Agriculture and Forestry. 321 

3.2 Climate Change National Adaptation Plans–standardisation of the objectives  322 

National Adaptation Plans in these 13 countries reflects, in principles, the international agenda 323 

of global climate change adaptation efforts. Figure 3 presents the main goals of the NAP of 324 

each state organised into three areas (see Appendix B.3): governance, adaptation, and 325 

mitigation (because mitigation is mentioned in most NAPs). 326 

Figure 3 - NAP Objectives. The results were obtained through the categorisation of the 327 

objectives mentioned in each NAP. 328 



 329 
Governance is a critical part of all National strategies. The establishment of integrated policies, 330 

suitable institutional arrangements and procedures, proper intergovernmental coordination and 331 

communication about Climate Change, and the involvement of all stakeholders guide the NAP 332 

objectives in almost every country. Governance objectives reveal the need to ensure that NAP 333 

has the (local, regional and national) institutional and funding support that is needed to 334 

implement plans.  335 

The adaptation objectives are similar in every country. All countries include the maintenance 336 

and improvement of the adaptability of natural/social/infrastructure or/and economic systems, 337 

reducing vulnerability, risks and increase responsiveness and assist/protect the vulnerable 338 

populations. Although the focus is on the adaptation policies to climate change, most countries 339 

(Australia, Bangladesh, Brazil, Canada, England, Germany, India, Latvia, Malaysia, 340 

Mozambique, and Uruguay) also include some mitigation objectives in their NAS.   341 

3.3 Climate Change Sectoral Programs: Homogeneity of adaptation plans vs 342 

heterogeneity of contexts and vulnerabilities.  343 

As referred above, the overall analysis shows absolute uniformity in the approach to climate 344 

change in the NAP, which does not reflect the different characteristics and specificities 345 

observed in each country. The development of Sectoral Programs can partially solve these 346 



adding social, economic, cultural, political national features to the agendas and adding context 347 

vulnerabilities and risks. That is the reason why we explored whether the Programs in each 348 

country indicate any efforts to undertake an aligned policy with the vulnerable/critical sectors 349 

identified in the NAP. 350 

All thirteen studied countries report critical sectors based on their critical vulnerabilities 351 

mentioned in the NAP (table 6) (see also Appendix B.2) ordered as follows: Built Environment, 352 

Infrastructure and Economic activity followed by Agriculture and Forestry, and Biodiversity. 353 

 354 

 355 



Table 6 - Critical sectors in the NAP  356 
 357 

 358 

Sector Africa America Asia Europe         Oceania Total 
MO

Z 
BRA CA URY IN MYS BGD CZE LVA DEU ENG PRT AUS N % 

Natural resources 9 6 7 7 7 8 8 5 3 6 9 4 8 87 44,2 
Agriculture and Forestry 3 2 3 2 3 2        3    2 2 2 3 2 2 31 15,7 
Water resources 1 1 1 1 1 1        1 1 0 1 1 0 1 11  5,5 
Coastal Zones and Marine 
resources 

2 1 1 1 1 2        2 0 1 1 2 1 2 17  8,6 

Biodiversity and Ecosystems 3 2 2 3 2 3         2 2 0 2 3 1 3 28 14,2 
Human and socioeconomic 
resources 

11 7 9 7 9 2   6  7 2 5 11 5 3 84 42,6 

Human health and protection 3 2 2 2 2 0   2            2 0 2 3 1 1 22 11.1 
Built Environment, Infrastructure, 
and Economic activity 

8 5 7 5 7 2   4            5 2 3 8 4 2 62 31.4 

Mixed 3 0 3 2 3 3   2            1 1 2 3 0 3 26 13,1 
Risk prevention and management 3 0 3 2 3 3   2            1 1 2 3 0 3 26 13,1 

Total 23 13 19 16 19 13 16          13 6 13 23 9 14 197 100 
Countries mean  = 15,2 



Table 7 presents the comparison between critical sectors in the NAPs and the programs in each 359 

country, analysed above in tables 5 and 6. Based on the data gathered, the most important 360 

features are as follows: 361 

• Bangladesh, Portugal, Australia, and Mozambique Sectoral Programs align with the 362 

vulnerable sectors identified in the NAP. 363 

• In England (3), Germany (2), Malaysia (2), India (1), Latvia (1), and Canada (2) there 364 

is a gap between the vulnerable sectors identified in the NAP and the Sectoral 365 

Programs. 366 

• England, Malaysia, Latvia, and Canada identified Risk Prevention and Management as 367 

a key or vulnerable sector and did not foresee any program, on contrary Brazil has a 368 

sectoral plan towards Risk Prevention and Management, and it does not consider this a 369 

critical sector. 370 

• Similarly, Canada identified Human Health and protection as one of the critical sectors 371 

and did not foresee any program, while Malaysia and Latvia have a sectoral plan and 372 

do not consider this a critical sector. 373 
Table 7 – Comparison of between Critical Sectors in the NAPs and Sectoral Programs  374 

 
 

Critical sectors/Sectoral Program 

Agriculture 
and Forestry 

Water 
resources 

Coastal 
Zones and 
Marine 
resources 

Biodiversity 
and 
Ecosystems 

Human 
health and 
protection 

Built 
Environment, 
Infrastructure 
and Economic 
activity 

Risk 
prevention 
and 
management  

Africa MOZ Yes/Yes Yes/Yes Yes/Yes 
(M) 

Yes/Yes Yes/Yes Yes/Yes Yes/Yes 

America BRA Yes/Yes Yes/Yes Yes/Yes Yes/Yes Yes/Yes Yes/Yes No/Yes 
CAN Yes/Yes Yes/Yes 

(M) 
Yes/Yes 
(M) 

Yes/Yes (M) Yes/No Yes/Yes Yes/No 

Asia IND Yes/Yes 
(M) 

Yes/Yes 
(M) 

Yes/Yes 
(M) 

Yes/Yes Yes/Yes 
(M) 

Yes/No Yes/Yes 

MYS 
 
BGD 

Yes/Yes  
(M) 
Yes/Yes 

Yes/Yes 
 
Yes/Yes 
(M) 

Yes/Yes 
 
Yes/Yes  

Yes/No 
 
Yes/Yes  

No/Yes 
 
Yes/Yes  

Yes/Yes 
 
Yes/Yes  

Yes/No 
 
Yes/Yes  

Europe DEU Yes/Yes Yes/No Yes/Yes Yes/Yes Yes/Yes Yes/Yes Yes/No 
ENG Yes/Yes Yes/No Yes/No Yes/Yes Yes/Yes Yes/Yes Yes/No 
LAV Yes/Yes No/No Yes/Yes No/No No/Yes Yes/Yes Yes/No 
PRT Yes/Yes No/No Yes/Yes Yes/Yes Yes/Yes Yes/Yes No/No 

Oceania AUS Yes/Yes 
(M) 

Yes/Yes Yes/Yes 
(M) 

Yes/Yes Yes/Yes Yes/Yes Yes/Yes 

Legend: M – Integrated or Mixed 
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Table 7 also shows that in 11 (of the 91 total possible combinations) cases the vulnerable 376 

sectors identified have not a correspondent program. On the contrary, the number of the 377 

sectoral plan that does not reflect vulnerable areas is less frequent but still exists in three cases 378 

(Latvia, Malaysia, and Brazil).  379 

3.4 Climate Change National Adaptation Plans Definition and Implementation -380 

numerous areas of intervention, a single ministry 381 

A critical part of the climate change National Adaptation Plans success consists in the 382 

establishment of suitable institutional arrangements and the involvement of all stakeholders. 383 

Climate action traditionally falls under the primary mandate of environment ministries, as is 384 

the case with most of the selected countries: Australia, Bangladesh, Malaysia, India, Canada, 385 

Brazil, Latvia, Czech Republic, and Mozambique. NAP outlining in Germany, Portugal, 386 

Uruguay, and England, on the contrary, extends beyond the mandate of a single ministry and 387 

involves several institutional actors (i.e. sectoral line ministries, government agencies, 388 

subnational authorities). In Germany, Portugal, and Uruguay the definition is of inter-389 

ministerial responsibility (although the Ministry of the Environment led the process) and in 390 

England a new entity has been specially created to advice government on building a low-carbon 391 

economy and preparing for climate change (and create the NAP), the Climate Change 392 

Committee, an Independent Statuary Committee. Countries have in general a similar approach 393 

to the definition process of NAP, and the Sectoral Plans, India, Canada, and Brazil stand out 394 

for adopting inter-ministerial responsibility in the Sectoral Programs.  395 

Table 8 shows that Ministries of Environment is, as referred, the driving force behind the 396 

process of NAP outlining; however, the NAP implementation usually involves other 397 

institutional actors (i.e. sectoral line ministries, government agencies, the private sector, 398 

NGOs). Only the Ministries of Environment of Latvia and Malaysia are responsible both for 399 

the definition and implementation of NAP. In Australia, the application of the NAP depends at 400 

which scale of particular government actions are proposed: all national activities are handled 401 

by the Federal (national) government, but if steps need to be implemented at other scales, as 402 

states, then implementation falls to state governments and agencies. In England, some of the 403 

policies and proposals implementation are the sole responsibility of the national government, 404 

but local government, industry, communities and civil society play an essential role to in some 405 

areas of joint responsibility that need shared solutions. 406 

 407 

 408 



Table 8–NAP definition and implementation 409 
                                 NAP definition 
  Ministry of Environment Inter-ministerial Other stakeholders 

NAP 
implementation 

Ministry of 
Environment 

Bangladesh* 
Latvia 

Malaysia 
Australia  

 England 

Inter-
ministerial 

Czech Republic 
India 

Canada 
Brazil 

Germany 
Uruguay Portugal 

Other 
stakeholders 

Mozambique  

*Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change in Bangladesh 410 
In what concerns the participatory mechanisms, the majority of NAP foresees some 411 

participation of the experts, NGO, Business (associations or not) and General Public in the 412 

definition and implementation process (Table 9). However, Latvia, the Czech Republic, and 413 

Canada did not include the involvement of some stakeholders in the implementation, especially 414 

of the general public.   415 
 416 
Table 9 - Stakeholders involvement in NAP definition and implementation by country 417 

Continent Country Experts NGO Business General Public 

Africa Mozambique         

America Brazil         

Canada         

Uruguay         

Asia India         

Malaysia 

Bangladesh 
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

Europe Czech Republic        

Germany         

England         

Latvia        

Portugal         

Oceania Australia         

Legend:   participation in NAP definition participation in NAP implementation 

 418 

The mechanisms of participation are similar among countries despite their different socio-419 

cultural characteristics. Our results show a proactive movement towards the involvement of 420 



the various stakeholders, in the definition and (foreseen) implementation. Most of the countries 421 

establish different participatory mechanisms for each stakeholder, as follows: experts with 422 

scientific consultation, and advisory and participation in conferences; NGO – participation in 423 

focus groups and meetings; Business/Associations – participation in dialogues; broad public 424 

participation through online consultation and public hearings. It seems that a close relationship 425 

with the experts is privileged, while the involvement of NGO and Business/Associations is 426 

required through direct dialogues and the involvement of the citizens is more distant and relies 427 

on their will to participate. On the contrary, Australia, Brazil, and Mozambique establish for 428 

all stakeholders similar participatory mechanisms: discussion and participation through public 429 

hearings. The mechanisms of engagement are identical among countries despite their different 430 

socio-cultural characteristics. 431 

4 Discussion 432 

This article examines the state of climate change agenda and policies in 13 highly diverse 433 

countries in regards to their geography, socioeconomic development, vulnerability, adaptation, 434 

climate-risks, and climate management policies, allowing for a worthful cross-comparison.  For 435 

instance, the CRI world rank varies from countries with low climate risk (e.g. Latvia, 113th), 436 

high risk (India, 12th), to very high risk (Bangladesh, 6th), whereas the socio-economic 437 

development ranges from the least developed countries (Bangladesh, Mozambique) to top 438 

world countries (Australia, Germany, and Canada). 439 

Firstly, most of the selected countries have begun to show evidence of overall adaptation 440 

strategies to be delivered by plans such as NAP/NAS, Regional and/or Sectoral Plans. 441 

However, an exclusive focus on national adaptation policy obscures the complexity of the 442 

emergence of adaptation across multiple scales. National policy development does not always 443 

result in local implementation or policy (Keskitalo et al., 2013). 444 

The growing adoption and diffusion of climate change adaptation policies can be the result of 445 

several drivers (Massey et al., 2014): 446 

• Internal drivers: Extreme weather events; increased public awareness; recognising the 447 

benefits of policy; Domestic political pressure; scientific research. 448 

• External drivers: Efforts by an international organisation; Efforts by European Union; 449 

Financial support from foreign funds; Pressure from NGOs; Motivated by progress in 450 

other countries.  451 



Lesnikowski et al. (2013) classify the states as "leaders" and "laggards" (top-bottom 10% 452 

respectively) based on their Adaptation Initiative Index (AII) score (adaptation initiatives and 453 

recommendations) reported through the national communications to the UNFCCC. These 454 

authors found that most adaptation actions (63%) are being implemented through 455 

mainstreaming into existing frameworks, policies, institutions, and programs, and that 456 

impact/vulnerability assessment prevails. Australia, Canada, and Uruguay are among the 457 

“leaders”. However, several authors (e.g. Villamizar et al., 2017; Leal Filho et al., 2018b) argue 458 

that the AII is, due to the lack of the assessment of implementations actions, more useful to 459 

define the level of planning behind (potential) preparedness of the countries than their actual 460 

capacity to reduce vulnerabilities. Despite that the assessment of implemented adaptation 461 

measures and policies should be prioritised, our analysis focuses on strategies rather than on 462 

implementation. In this regard, some of our informants refer, on the one hand, to the concrete 463 

impossibility of implementing measures and policies in the political and socio-economic 464 

context of countries (e.g. Mozambique), and, on the other hand, to the disbelief that the process 465 

of implementation is possible. However, in the LDC highly vulnerable Bangladesh, adaptation 466 

implementation is improving over the last decade, particularly in coastal areas (Leal Filho et 467 

al., 2018b). 468 

Secondly, there are still steps to be made in the sectoral adaptation actions and regional plans, 469 

as well as in the levels of response. Through sectoral programs, countries may adopt specific 470 

and directed policies towards their vulnerabilities and needs. However, the Czech Republic and 471 

Uruguay do not have such plans (Uruguay will have a coastal NAP by the end of 2019, 472 

www.mvotma.gub.uy/napcostas) and except for Bangladesh, Portugal, Australia, and 473 

Mozambique, all other countries with sectoral programs present some gaps between the critical 474 

sectors identified in the NAP and the sectoral plans defined. Nonetheless, further assessments 475 

are needed to determine which climate scenarios and statistics are being used in planning, as a 476 

means to assess progress on adaptation. 477 

In respect of regional plans, most European countries only have them at some local levels. 478 

However, the EU supports the engagement of cities in climate policy with such initiatives as 479 

the Mayors Adapt (Covenant of Mayors, 2018), and Smart Cities Initiative (European 480 

Commission, 2018b). An analysis of the Local Climate Plans of 885 Urban Audit cities of EU-481 

28 showed that approximately 66% of towns have a mitigation plan, 26% adaptation plan, and 482 

only 17% joint plan (Reckien et al., 2018). The results of the research surveyed 200 European 483 

cities show that many cities are proactive on climate change and have a substantial commitment 484 

to mitigation (64%) and adaptation (23%) (Heidrich et al., 2016). Countries from other 485 



continents tend to have local-level plans (except Australia), which can be traced back to 486 

specific national vulnerabilities and/or existence - or lack of - international funding from the 487 

UN, World Bank that promotes specific programs in developing countries (such as Climate 488 

Change Technical Assistance Project for Mozambique of the World Bank (2012)).  489 

Thirdly, the analysis shows that regardless of the socioeconomic, vulnerability, adaptation, 490 

and climate-risk differences, Built Environment, Infrastructure, and Economic Activity is 491 

central in the NAPs programs and critical sectors identified, which may reflect the neglecting 492 

of other areas related to the Natural Resources and Health and Human Resources. Nonetheless, 493 

the category of Natural Resources is still significant among the less developed countries.  494 

Fourthly, most of the countries include mitigation objectives in their NAPs (except Portugal, 495 

Australia, and the Czech Republic); yet, the Australian NAS mentions about mitigation. In the 496 

past, both mitigation and adaptation have evolved along different pathways. However, 497 

addressing climate change challenges through only one lens (either mitigation or adaptation) 498 

can lead to trade-offs, and one could undermine the other (Klein et al., 2007). Mitigation and 499 

adaptation are two different strategies for addressing climate change that complement each 500 

other. There may be great potential in creating synergies between mitigation and adaptation 501 

and implementing climate policy options more cost-effectively. So it is understandable that 502 

one of the objectives of Latvia, Malaysia, Bangladesh, India, Canada, Brazil and Mozambique 503 

NAP’s is the “integration with mitigation policy”. 504 

Actually, it is essential to note that the climate change policies of the EU, which plays a leading 505 

role internationally (Bäckstrand & Elgström, 2013; Rayner & Jordan, 2013), have been mostly 506 

focused on the mitigation of climate change through a reduction of greenhouse gas emissions 507 

(European Environment Agency, 2013). Only with increasing evidence of adverse climate 508 

impacts, has the topic ‘adaptation' appeared on the political agenda (Biesbroek et al., 2010). In 509 

Latin American countries climate management focuses on coping with extreme events and 510 

disaster risk management, particularly after the increased climate variability and disasters 511 

observed since 1998 (IPCC, 2012; Magrin et al., 2014; Villamizar et al., 2017). However, the 512 

development of NAPs and sectoral programs focus on adaptation and do not ignore mitigation; 513 

on the contrary, they tend to integrate it in a more balanced approach. 514 

Finally, the overall analysis let us find that the NAPs definition/outline responsibility is 515 

concentrated in a single ministry, while the foreseen implementation responsibility is shared 516 

governmentally. Climate action traditionally falls under the primary mandate of environment 517 

ministries (Rizzo and Maro, 2018); furthermore, the formulation of NAPs is generally less an 518 

inclusive governance approach than optimally desired. For instance, adaptations reported from 519 



African and low-income countries are primarily being driven by national governments, NGOs, 520 

and international institutions, with minimal involvement of lower levels of government or 521 

collaboration across nations (Ford et al., 2015). Thus, National governments are central actors 522 

in climate change policies and are well positioned to play a crucial role in national adaptation 523 

planning through NAPs. Although developed countries usually have a high adaptive capacity 524 

potential due to their resources and human capital (see table 2), these factors do not necessarily 525 

translate into adaptation itself (readiness). In practice, national governments are often 526 

constrained by existing institutional arrangements, such as conflicting mandates or 527 

fragmentation, or low political or public prioritisation of climate change, which may reduce 528 

actual readiness. These findings are in agreement with the tension between top-down policy 529 

development and bottom-up implementation stated by Termeer et al. (2012) in Europe. 530 

The analysis of NAPs shows two different logics of adaptation: while in the studied developed 531 

countries, the focus is tendentially on the economic risks and opportunities, in the developing 532 

countries the centre is more on the natural resources and conservation.  533 

Moreover, as stated above, there remains a potential gap between planned adaptation, and it is 534 

implemented in practice. Although the NAP is a central government document, its ultimate 535 

objective is to enable adaptation practices at multiple levels of governance through time and 536 

space, but local and regional representatives are most often neglected (Biesbroek et al., 2010). 537 

Furthermore, the complexity and multi-level nature of climate change require governance 538 

systems able to manage and resolve conflicts of interests across multiple scales and among 539 

diverse policy actors. Within the Global South, this is the more important, as priorities are 540 

likely to be influenced by powerful international interests (Di Gregorio et al., 2019).  541 

According to the analysis, countries tend to involve different stakeholders, in the definition and 542 

(foreseen) implementation of NAPs because that way they can be implemented more 543 

efficiently, and the responses to climate challenges can better meet the local needs. The usual 544 

procedure is to establish different participatory mechanisms for each stakeholder: placing 545 

experts at the centre of the decision as consultants and limiting the broad public participation 546 

to an online consultation and public hearings. Besides that Latvia, Czech Republic, India, and 547 

Canada even exclude the involvement of some stakeholders in the implementation of NAPs, 548 

specifically the general public. Moreover, Malaysia foresees the participation of other 549 

stakeholders only in the definition of NAP.    550 

A drawback of this study is that from the 13 studied countries, seven are from Europe, Australia 551 

and Canada; hence, some of the findings are not generalisable, e.g. the importance given to 552 

natural resources and biodiversity is very likely underestimated, particularly for Africa. 553 



Conclusions  554 

The main implications of the study are as follows:  555 

a) NAPs objectives translate more a global agenda and less the national/regional 556 

vulnerabilities (Hypothesis 1), particularly in developing countries.  557 

b) The examined NAPs/NASs usually refer to related critical sectors and objectives, which 558 

justifies and expresses the gap between these and the vulnerable areas. The symbolic 559 

imposition of a unique one-size-fits-all model at the global level, the less than optimal 560 

level of participation of stakeholders at the national level (Hypotheses 2 and 3), and the 561 

socio-economic conditions of each country, undermine the adequacy of policies to the 562 

local reality and compromise the implementation of sectoral plans to face the country´s 563 

climate problems.  564 

Our analysis also illustrates both the tensions and the gaps between climate policies on the one 565 

hand, and their adequacy and implementation on the other, an issue which needs further 566 

attention and research.  It should be stated that despite the wide range of countries studied, it 567 

is not appropriate to generalise the study. This is also a limitation of the paper. 568 

 569 

Despite the above constraints, the paper has allowed the identification of two different logics 570 

of adaptation reflected on the NAPs. One option, typical of developed countries, concentrates 571 

on economic risks and opportunities. Another option, usually in developing countries, 572 

concentrates on the natural resources and conservation, which supports hypotheses 4 and 5. 573 

This finding also needs further research to understand the role played by external aid and 574 

financing in promoting a country´s efforts towards climate change adaptation.   575 

The development of NAPs is mainly state-centred in most of the 13 studied countries.  576 

The participatory mechanisms for each stakeholder group should be put in place so that public 577 

participation is not only restricted to an online consultation and public hearings (more in the 578 

definition than in the implementation of plans). 579 

The examined plans illustrate the complexities of climate change adaptation policies and 580 

national agendas that need further research and reflection from the scientific community 581 

regarding the interdependencies between the global and national scales, participatory and local 582 

grounded governance, and the integration of top-down and bottom-up planning and 583 

implementation. 584 

 585 



Abbreviations and Acronyms 586 

AII - Adaptation Initiative Index 587 

AUS – Australia 588 

BGD - Bangladesh 589 

BRA - Brazil 590 

CAN – Canada 591 

COP – Conference of the Parties 592 

CRI - Global Climate-Risk Index  593 

CZE – Czech Republic 594 

DEU - Deutschland 595 

EEA - European Environmental Agency 596 

ENG - England 597 

EU – European Union 598 

GBR – United Kingdom 599 

HDI - United Nations Human Development Index  600 

HSER - Human and socioeconomic resources 601 

IND - India 602 

LVA - Latvia 603 

MOZ – Mozambique 604 

MYS - Malaysia 605 

NAP – National Adaptation Plan 606 

NAS – National Adaptation Strategy 607 

ND-Gain - Notre Dame University Gain Index 608 

PRT - Portugal 609 

UNFCCC - United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change 610 

URY – Uruguay 611 

References 612 

Bäckstrand, K., Elgström, O., 2013. The EU’s role in climate change negotiations: from leader 613 
to “leadiator.”.J Eur Public Policy 20(10), 1369-1386. DOI: 10.1080/13501763.2013.781781 614 
Biesbroek, G. R., Swart, R. J., Carter, T. R., Cowan, C., Henrichs, T., Mela, H., Morecroft, M. 615 
D., Rey, D., 2010. Europe adapts to climate change: Comparing National Adaptation 616 
Strategies. Global Environ Chang 20(3), 440-450. DOI: 10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2010.03.005. 617 



Clean Prod 191, 207-219. DOI: 10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.03.220 618 
COP, 2016. COP22. https://adaptation-undp.org/cop22-focus-national-adaptation-plans-naps), 619 

Covenant of Mayors, 2018. Mayors Adapt – the Covenant of Mayors for Climate & Energy. 620 
[ONLINE] Available at: https://www.covenantofmayors.eu/en/. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 621 
Dazé, A., Price-Kelly, H., Rass, N., 2016. Vertical Integration in National Adaptation Plan 622 
(NAP) Processes: A guidance note for linking national and sub-national adaptation processes. 623 
International Institute for SustainableDevelopment. Winnipeg, Canada. Available at: 624 
www.napglobalnetwork.org. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 625 
Di Gregorio M, Fatorelli L, Paavola J, Locatelli B, Pramova E, Nurrochmat DR, May PH, 626 
Brockhaus M,  Maya Sari I. Kusumadewi SD (2019). Multi-level governance and power in 627 
climate change policy networks. Global Environmental Change 54 (2019) 64–77. 628 
Eckstein, D., Künzel, V., Schäfer, L., 2017. GLOBAL CLIMATE RISK INDEX 2018. Who 629 
Suffers Most From Extreme Weather Events? Weather-related Loss Events in 2016 and 1997 630 
to 2016. Germanwatch, Berlin, Germany. Available at: 631 
https://germanwatch.org/en/download/20432.pdf. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 632 
EEA, 2018. Number of countries that have adopted a climate change adaptation strategy/plan. 633 
European Environment Agency https://www.eea.europa.eu/airs/2018/environment-and-634 
health/climate-change-adaptation-strategies 635 

European Commission, 2018a.Paris Agreement. [ONLINE] Available at: 636 
https://ec.europa.eu/clima/policies/international/negotiations/paris_en. [Accessed 12 July 637 
2018]. 638 
European Commission, 2018b.Smart Cities Initiatives. [ONLINE] Available at: 639 
https://smartcities-infosystem.eu/library/resources/smart-cities-Initiatives. [Accessed 12 July 640 
2018]. 641 
Ford, J.D., Berrang-Ford, L., Bunce, A., McKay, C., Irwin, M., Pearce, T., 2015. The status of 642 
climate change adaptation in Africa and Asia. Reg Environ Change 15, 5, 801-814. 643 
Heidrich, O., Reckien, D., Olazabal, M., Foley, A., Salvia, Gregorio-Hurtado, S. De, Orru, H., 644 
Flacke, J., Geneletti, D., Pietrapertosa, F., Hamann, J.J.P., Tiwary, A., Feliu, E., Dawson, R.J., 645 
2016. National climate policies across Europe and their impacts on cities strategies.  J Environ 646 
Manag 168, 36-45. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2015.11.043 647 
IPCC, 2001. Climate Change 2001.Synthesis report. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge. 648 
Available at: https://www.ipcc.ch/ipccreports/tar/. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 649 
IPCC, 2012. Managing the Risks of Extreme Events and Disasters to Advance Climate Change 650 
Adaptation. A Special Report of Working Groups I and II of the Intergovernmental Panel on 651 
Climate Change [Field, C.B.; Barros, V.; Stocker, T.F.; Qin, D.; Dokken, D.J.; Ebi, K.L.; 652 
Mastrandrea, M.D.; Mach, K.J.; Plattner, G.-K.; Allen, S.K. (Eds.)]. International Panel on 653 
Climate Change. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK, and New York, NY, 654 
USA.Available athttps://www.ipcc.ch/pdf/special-reports/srex/SREX_Full_. [Accessed 12 655 
July 2018]. 656 
Kim, Y., Smith, J. B., Mack, C., Cook, J., Furlow, J., Njinga, J., Cote, M., 2017. A perspective 657 
on climate-resilient development and national adaptation planning based on USAID's 658 
experience. Clim Dev 9(2), 141-151. DOI: 10.1080/17565529.2015.1124037 659 

https://adaptation-undp.org/cop22-focus-national-adaptation-plans-naps
http://www.napglobalnetwork.org/
https://www.eea.europa.eu/airs/2018/environment-and-health/climate-change-adaptation-strategies
https://www.eea.europa.eu/airs/2018/environment-and-health/climate-change-adaptation-strategies


Klein, R.J.T., Huq, S., Denton, F., Downing, T.E., Richels, R.G., Robinson, J.B., Toth, F.L., 660 
2007. Inter-relationships between adaptation and mitigation. In: M.L. Parry, O.F. Canziani, 661 
J.P. Palutikof, P.J. van der Linden, C.E. Hanson (Eds.), Climate Change 2007: Impacts, 662 
Adaptation and Vulnerability. Contribution of Working Group II to the Fourth Assessment 663 
Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (pp. 745–777). Cambridge 664 
University Press, Cambridge, UK. Available at: https://www.ipcc.ch/pdf/assessment-665 
report/ar4/wg2/ar4-wg2-chapter18.pdf. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 666 
Keskitalo, E.C.H, Juhola, S., Westerhoff, L., 2013. Connecting multiple levels of governance 667 
for adaptation to climate change in advanced industrial states. Connective Capacities in Water 668 
Governance (Edelenbos J, Bressers N and Scholten P, eds). Ashgate, London. 669 
Leal Filho, W.L., Al-Amin, A.Q., Nagy, G.J., Azeiteiro, U.M., Wiesböck, L., Ayal D.Y., 670 
Morgan, E.A., Mugabe, P., Aparicio-Effen, M., Fudjumdjum, H., Jabbour, C. J. C., 2018a. A 671 
comparative analysis of climate-risk and extreme event-related impacts on well-being and 672 
health: Policy implications. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 15(2), 331.DOI: 673 
10.3390/ijerph15020331 674 
Leal Filho, W., Modesto, F., Nagy, G.J., Saroar, M.M., Yannick Toamukum, N., and Ha'apio, 675 
M. 2018b.Fostering coastal resilience to climate change vulnerability in Bangladesh, Brazil, 676 
Cameroon, and Uruguay: a cross-country comparison. Mitig Adapt Strateg Glob Change 23(4), 677 
579–602. 678 
Lesnikowski, A.C., Ford, J.D., Berrang-Ford, L., Barrera, M., Heymann, J., 2013. How are we 679 
adapting to climate change? A global assessment. Mitig Adapt Strateg Glob Change, 20(2), 680 
277–293. DOI: 10.1007/s11027-013-9491-x 681 
Magrin, G.O.; Marengo, J.A.; Boulanger J-P, Buckeridge, M.S.; Castellanos, E., Poveda, G., 682 
Scarano, F.R.; Vicuña, S., 2014. Central and South America. In:C.B. Field, V.Barros,T.F. 683 
Stocker, D. Qin, D.J. Dokken, K.L. Ebi, M.D. Mastrandrea, K.J. Mach, G.-K. Plattner, S.K. 684 
Allen (Eds.), Climate Change 2014: Impacts, Adaptation, and Vulnerability. Part B: Regional 685 
Aspects. Contribution of Working Group II to the Fifth Assessment Report of the 686 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (pp. 1499–1566). Cambridge University Press, 687 
Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA. Available at: 688 
https://www.ipcc.ch/pdf/assessment-report/ar5/wg2/WGIIAR5-Chap27_FINAL.pdf. 689 
[Accessed 12 July 2018] 690 
Massey, E.,  Biesbroek, R., Huitema, D., Jordan, A., 2014. Climate policy innovation: The 691 
adoption and diffusion of adaptation policies across Europe. Global Environ Chang 29, 434–692 
443. DOI: 10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2014.09.002 693 
Niang-Diop, I., Bosch, H., 2005. Formulating an adaptation strategy. In: B. Lim, E. Spanger-694 
Siegfried, S. Huq, E.L. Malone, I. Burton (Eds.), Adaptation Policy Frameworks for Climate 695 
Change: Developing Strategies, Policies and Measures (pp. 185–204). Cambridge University 696 
Press, Cambridge. 697 
Notre Dame GAIN, 2016. ND-GAIN Country Index. The University of Notre Dame: Notre 698 
Dame, IN, USA, Available at: https://gain.nd.edu/our-work/country-index/. [Accessed 12 July 699 
2018]. 700 
Rayner, T., Jordan, A., 2013. The European Union: the polycentric climate policy 701 
leader?.WIREs Clim Change 4, 75-90. DOI:10.1002/wcc.205 702 
Reckiena, D., Salvia, M.,Heidrich, O.,Church, J. M., Pietrapertosa, F.,Gregorio-Hurtado, S. 703 
De, D'Alonzo, V., Foleyh, A., Simoes, S.G., Lorencovaj, E. K.,Orru, H., Orru, K., Wejs, A.,  704 
Flacke, J.,Olazabal, M.,Geneletti, D., Feliu, E., Vasilie, S.,Nador, C., Krook-Riekkola, 705 

https://www.ipcc.ch/pdf/assessment-report/ar4/wg2/ar4-wg2-chapter18.pdf
https://www.ipcc.ch/pdf/assessment-report/ar4/wg2/ar4-wg2-chapter18.pdf
https://www.ipcc.ch/pdf/assessment-report/ar5/wg2/WGIIAR5-Chap27_FINAL.pdf
https://gain.nd.edu/our-work/country-index/


A.,Matosovic, M., Fokaides, P. A.,Ioannou, B. I., Flamos, A., Spyridaki, N., Balzan, M. 706 
V.,Fülöp, O.,Paspaldzhiev, I., Grafakos, S., Dawson, R., 2018. How are cities planning to 707 
respond to climate change? Assessment of local climate plans from 885 cities in the EU-28. J  708 
Rizzo, A., Maro, P., 2018. Implementing Nationally Determined Contributions (NDCs) in the 709 
South Mediterranean region: perspectives on climate action from eight countries.ClimaSouth 710 
Policy Series, Paper N.4.Available at: 711 
https://www.euneighbours.eu/sites/default/files/publications/2018-712 
04/ClimaSouth%20Policy%20Paper%204.pdf. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 713 
UNDP, 2018. National Climate Change Adaptation Strategies or Plans as of 2018. 714 

https://www.preventionweb.net/go/62469).  715 

UNFCCC, 2018.United Nations Climate Change. [ONLINE] Available 716 
at:https://unfccc.int.[Accessed 12 July 2018]. 717 
United Nations Development Program, 2016. Human Development Report2016. [ONLINE] 718 
Available at: http://report.hdr.undp.org. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 719 
United Nations, 1992.United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change. Available 720 
at: https://unfccc.int/resource/docs/convkp/conveng.pdf. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 721 
Vallejo, L. 2017. Insights from national adaptation monitoring and evaluation systems. 722 
OECD/IEA. Climate Change Expert Group Paper No.2017 (3). Available at: 723 
https://www.oecd.org/environment/cc/Insights%20from%20national%20adaptation%20moni724 
toring%20and%20evaluation%20systems.pdf. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 725 
Villamizar, A., Gutiérrez, M.E., Nagy, G.J., Caffera, R.M., Filho, W. L., 2017. Climate 726 
adaptation in South America with emphasis in coastal areas: the state-of-the-art and case 727 
studies from Venezuela and Uruguay, ClimDev 9(4), 364-382. DOI: 728 
10.1080/17565529.2016.1146120. 729 
World Bank, 2018. World Bank Open Data. [ONLINE] Available at: 730 
https://data.worldbank.org. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 731 

  732 

https://www.euneighbours.eu/sites/default/files/publications/2018-04/ClimaSouth%20Policy%20Paper%204.pdf
https://www.euneighbours.eu/sites/default/files/publications/2018-04/ClimaSouth%20Policy%20Paper%204.pdf
https://www.preventionweb.net/go/62469
http://report.hdr.undp.org/
https://unfccc.int/resource/docs/convkp/conveng.pdf
https://www.oecd.org/environment/cc/Insights%20from%20national%20adaptation%20monitoring%20and%20evaluation%20systems.pdf
https://www.oecd.org/environment/cc/Insights%20from%20national%20adaptation%20monitoring%20and%20evaluation%20systems.pdf


Appendix A. Countries legal references 733 

Bangladesh 734 

GOB (2005) National Adaptation Programme of Action (NAPA). Ministry of Environment 735 
and Forests, Government of the People’s Republic of Bangladesh 736 
GOB (2009) Bangladesh Climate Change Strategy and Action Plan.  Ministry of Environment 737 
and Forests, Government of the People’s Republic of Bangladesh 738 
GOB (2015) Nationally Determined Contribution of Bangladesh: Implementation Roadmaps. 739 
Ministry of Environment and Forests, Government of the People’s Republic of Bangladesh 740 
GOB (2015) Intended Nationally Determined Contributions (INDC). Ministry of Environment 741 
and Forests, Government of the People’s Republic of Bangladesh 742 
Siddiqui, M H (UD) A Report on Climate and Energy Framework Bangladesh. Royal Danish 743 
Embassy Dhaka, Bangladesh 744 

Mozambique 745 

Ministry of Coordination of Environmental Action, 2012. National Climate Change Adaptation 746 
and Mitigation Strategy 2013-2025. Mozambique. Available at: http://www.associacao-747 
mocambicana-reciclagem.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/Estrategia-Nacional-de-748 
Adaptacao-e-Mitigacao-das-Mudancas-Climaticas-2013-2025.pdf. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 749 

Brazil 750 

Ministry of Environment, 2015. Plano Nacional de Adaptação à Mudança do Clima (National 751 
Plan for Climate Change Adaptation): Volume I: Estratégia Geral. Brasília, Brazil. 752 
Ministry of Environment, 2017. Plano Nacional de Adaptação à Mudança do Clima. Primeiro 753 
Relatório de monitoramento e avaliação 2016 – 2017 (National Plan for Adaptation to Climate 754 
Change. First Monitoring and Evaluation Report 2016 – 2017). Brasília, Brazil. Available 755 
at:http://www.mma.gov.br/images/arquivo/80182/GTTm/RelatorioMonitoramento.pdf. 756 
[Accessed 12 July 2018]. 757 

Canada 758 

Government of Canada, 2011. Federal Adaptation Framework. Gatineau, Canada. 759 
Government of Canada, 2013. Canada’s Sixth National Report on Climate Change, 2014. 760 
Actions to Meet Commitments Under the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate 761 
Change. Ottawa, Canada. 762 
Environment Canada, 2010. Planning for a Sustainable Future: A Federal Sustainable 763 
Development Strategy for Canada. Sustainable Development Office, Canada. Available at: 764 
http://www.ec.gc.ca/dd-sd/default.asp?lang=En&n=F93CD795-1. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 765 
Lemmen, D.S., Warren, F.J., Lacroix, J., Bush, E., 2008. From Impacts to Adaptation: Canada 766 
in a Changing Climate 2007. Government of Canada, Ottawa, Canada.  767 
Natural Resources Canada, 2017.  Impacts and Adaptation. Canada. Available at: 768 
www.nrcan.gc.ca/environment/impacts-adaptation10761. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 769 

http://www.associacao-mocambicana-reciclagem.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/Estrategia-Nacional-de-Adaptacao-e-Mitigacao-das-Mudancas-Climaticas-2013-2025.pdf
http://www.associacao-mocambicana-reciclagem.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/Estrategia-Nacional-de-Adaptacao-e-Mitigacao-das-Mudancas-Climaticas-2013-2025.pdf
http://www.associacao-mocambicana-reciclagem.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/Estrategia-Nacional-de-Adaptacao-e-Mitigacao-das-Mudancas-Climaticas-2013-2025.pdf
http://www.mma.gov.br/images/arquivo/80182/GTTm/RelatorioMonitoramento.pdf
http://www.ec.gc.ca/dd-sd/default.asp?lang=En&n=F93CD795-1
http://www.nrcan.gc.ca/environment/impacts-adaptation10761


Palko.K., Lemmen, D.S. (Eds.), 2017. Climate Risks & Adaptation Practices For Canadian 770 
Transportation Sector 2016. Government of Canada, Ottawa, Canada. Available at: 771 
adaptation.nrcan.gc.ca [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 772 

Uruguay 773 

Gómez Erache, M., 2017. Climate Change Adaptation NAP-Uruguay.  MVOTMA- División 774 
de Cambio Climático. Regional Workshop UNFCC/LEG, 4-7 Se  tember,2017, San José de 775 
Costa Rica. Available at: http://napexpo.org/workshops/lac/wp-776 
content/uploads/2017/09/TALLER-SJCR-4-7-09-2017-UNFCCC-URUGUAY.pdf [Accessed 777 
12 July 2018]. 778 
MGAP, 2015. Clima de cambios Nuevos Desafíos de Adaptación en Uruguay. Resultado del 779 
proyecto: TCP/URU/3302 Nuevas Políticas para la Adaptación de la Agricultura al Cambio 780 
Climático. Available at: www.mgap.gub.uy/media/content/audio/.../ 781 
AUD000002000002810.pdf. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 782 
MVOTMA, 2004. Programa de Medidas Generales de Mitigacion y Adaptacion al Cambio 783 
Climatico en Uruguay (PEMEGEMA). Ministerio de Vivienda, Ordenamiento Territorial y 784 
Medio Ambiente (MVOTMA), Gobierno de Uruguay, PNUD, Fondo Mundial de Medio 785 
Ambiente (FMAM), 59 pp. 786 
MVOTMA, 2010a. Plan Nacional de Respuesta al Cambio Climático (PNRCC). Diagnóstico 787 
y lineamientos estratégicos. Sistema Nacional de Respuesta al Cambio Climático y 788 
Variabilidad (SNRCC). Ministerio de Vivienda, Ordenamiento Territorial y Medio Ambiente 789 
(MVOTMA), Gobierno de Uruguay, 99 pp.  790 
MVOTMA, 2010b. Third National Communication-TNC to the United Nations Framework 791 
Convention on Climate Change. Ministerio de Vivienda, Ordenamiento Territorial y Medio 792 
Ambiente (MVOTMA), Gobierno de Uruguay, 165 pp. 793 
MVOTMA, 2015a. Cinco años de Respuestas. Ante los desafíos del cambio climático y la 794 
variabilidad climática en Uruguay. Sistema Nacional de Respuesta al Cambio Climático y 795 
Variabilidad (SNRCC)Ministerio de Vivienda, Ordenamiento Territorial y Medio Ambiente 796 
(MVOTMA), Gobierno de Uruguay, 69 pp. Available at: 797 
www.cambioclimatico.gub.uy[Accessed 12 July 2018]. 798 
MVOTMA, 2015b. Intended Nationally Determined Contribution (INDC). Ministerio de 799 
Vivienda, Ordenamiento Territorial y Medio Ambiente (MVOTMA), Gobierno de Uruguay, 800 
12 pp.  801 
MVOTMA, 2017. Política Nacional de Cambio Climático. Sistema Nacional Ambiental. 802 
Gabinete Nacional Ambiental Sistema Nacional de Respuesta al Cambio Climático y 803 
Variabilidad. República Oriental del Uruguay. Available at: 804 
http://mvotma.gub.uy/images/Pol%C3% ADticaNacionaldeCambioClim%C3%A1ticouv.pdf 805 
[Accessed 12 July 2018]. 806 
MVOTMA, 2018. Plan Nacional de Adaptación para la zona costera (NAP Costas). Ministerio 807 
de Vivienda, Ordenamiento Territorial y Medio Ambiente (MVOTMA). Available at: 808 
www.mvotma.gub.uy/napcostas [Accessed 16 April 2019]. 809 
MVOTMA-SNRCC, 2016. Fourth National Communication to the United Nations Framework 810 
Convention on Climate Chnage (UNFCCC) 2016. Uruguay. Available at: https://unfccc.int/ 811 
files/ national_ reports/non-annex_i_natcom/application/pdf/nc4_uruguay_ 28_oct_2016.pdf 812 
[Accessed 12 July 2018]. 813 

http://napexpo.org/workshops/lac/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/TALLER-SJCR-4-7-09-2017-UNFCCC-URUGUAY.pdf
http://napexpo.org/workshops/lac/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/TALLER-SJCR-4-7-09-2017-UNFCCC-URUGUAY.pdf
http://www.cambioclimatico.gub.uy/


SNRCC, 2010. Plan Nacional de Respuesta al Cambio Climático. Diagnóstico y lineamientos 814 
estratégicos. Sistema Nacional de Respuesta al Cambio Climático y Variabilidad. Ministerio 815 
de Vivienda, Ordenamiento Territorial y Medio Ambiente (MVOTMA), Gobierno de Uruguay, 816 
99 pp.  817 
TNC, 2010. Third National Communication to the United Nations Framework of Climate 818 
Change. Ministerio de Vivienda, Ordenamiento Territorial y Medio Ambiente (MVOTMA), 819 
Gobierno de Uruguay, 165 pp. 820 

India  821 

NAPCC, 2008. National Action Plan on Climate Change. Prime Minister’s Council on Climate 822 
Change, Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change, Government of India. Available 823 
at: http://www.moef.nic.in/downloads/home/Pg01-52.pdf. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 824 
INDC, 2015. India’s Intended Nationally Determined Contribution: Working Towards Climate 825 
Justice. Ministry of Environment, Forest and Climate Change, Government of India. Available 826 
at: http://www4.unfccc.int/submissions/INDC/Published%20Documents/India/1/INDIA%20I827 
NDC%20TO%20UNFCCC.pdf. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 828 
NMSKCC, 2010. National Mission on Strategic Knowledge for Climate Change, Under 829 
National Action Plan On Climate Change, Department of Science & Technology, Ministry Of 830 
Science & Technology, New Delhi, Government of Indi, July, 2010. Available 831 
at: http://dst.gov.in/sites/default/files/NMSKCC_July_2010.pdf. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 832 

Malaysia 833 

Gass, P., Hove, H., Parry, J., 2011. Review of Current and Planned Adaptation Action: East 834 
and Southeast Asia. Adaptation Partnership / International Institute for Sustainable 835 
Development. Available at: 836 
https://www.iisd.org/pdf/2011/East_SouthEastAsia_Adaptation_Action.pdf. [Accessed 12 837 
July 2018]. 838 
Ministry of Natural Resources and Environment, 2011. Malaysia Second National 839 
Communication to the UNFCCC. Ministry of Natural Resources and Environment, Malaysia. 840 

Czech Republic 841 

European Environmental Agency, 2012. Urban adaptation to climate change in Europe. Report 842 
No 2/2012. Available at: https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/urban-adaptation-to-climate-843 
change. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 844 
Ekotoxa, 2015. Komplexní studie dopadů, zranitelnosti a zdrojů rizik souvisejících se změnou 845 
klimatu v ČR (Complex study on impacts, vulnerabilities and sources of risks associated with 846 
climate change in the Czech Republic). Available at: 847 
http://www.mzp.cz/C1257458002F0DC7/cz/studie_dopadu_zmena_klimatu/$FILE/OEOK-848 
Komplexni_studie_dopady_klima-20151201.pdf. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 849 
MoE (Ministry of the Environment of the Czech Republic), 2015a. Strategie přizpůsobení se 850 
změně klimatu v podmínkách ČR (Czech National Adaptation Strategy). Available at: 851 
http://www.mzp.cz/C1257458002F0DC7/cz/zmena_klimatu_adaptacni_strategie/$FILE/OE852 
OK-Adaptacni_strategie-20151029.pdf . [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 853 

http://www.moef.nic.in/downloads/home/Pg01-52.pdf
http://www4.unfccc.int/submissions/INDC/Published%20Documents/India/1/INDIA%20INDC%20TO%20UNFCCC.pdf
http://www4.unfccc.int/submissions/INDC/Published%20Documents/India/1/INDIA%20INDC%20TO%20UNFCCC.pdf
http://dst.gov.in/sites/default/files/NMSKCC_July_2010.pdf
https://www.iisd.org/pdf/2011/East_SouthEastAsia_Adaptation_Action.pdf
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/urban-adaptation-to-climate-change
https://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/urban-adaptation-to-climate-change
http://www.mzp.cz/C1257458002F0DC7/cz/studie_dopadu_zmena_klimatu/$FILE/OEOK-Komplexni_studie_dopady_klima-20151201.pdf
http://www.mzp.cz/C1257458002F0DC7/cz/studie_dopadu_zmena_klimatu/$FILE/OEOK-Komplexni_studie_dopady_klima-20151201.pdf


MoE (Ministry of the Environment of the Czech Republic), 2015b, Information on adaptation 854 
actions in the Czech Republic. Available at: 855 
http://www.mzp.cz/C1257458002F0DC7/cz/adaptace_reporting/$FILE/OEOK-856 
Reporting_adaptace-20160108.pdf. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 857 
MoE (Ministry of the Environment of the Czech Republic), 2017. National Action Plan for 858 
Adaptation to Climate Change. Available at: 859 
https://www.mzp.cz/cz/narodni_akcni_plan_zmena_klimatu [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 860 
MoE (Ministry of the Environment of the Czech Republic), 2017. Conceptual Document for 861 
Prevention of the Drought in the Czech Republic. Available at: 862 
http://eagri.cz/public/web/file/545860/Koncepce_ochrany_pred_nasledky_sucha_pro_uzemi_863 
CR.pdf. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 864 

Germany 865 

Federal Ministry for the Environment, Nature Conservation and Nuclear Safety (BMU), 2016. 866 
National Climate Policy. BMU, Berlin. 867 
KfW, 2011. “Energiewende in Deutschland - Ein Einstieg in das Postfossile Zeitalter?”, 868 
Akzente No. 48,KfW, Berlin. 869 
Klein, C., 2012. Climate Change Policies in Germany: Make 870 
Ambition Pay. OECD Economics Department Working 871 
Papers, No. 982, OECD Publishing, Paris. 872 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/5k92sn0f8dbt-en.  873 
Purr, K, 2014. (Umweltbundesamt – UBA): Treibhausgasneutrales Deutschland im Jahr 2050. 874 
Climate Change 07, Dessau-Roßlau, April (2014) 875 
Weidner, H., Mez, L., 2008. German Climate Change Policy: A Success Story with Some 876 
Flaws.TheJournal of Environment Development, Vol. 17(4), pp. 356-378. 877 

England 878 

Defra, 2013. The National Adaptation Programme: Making the country resilient to a changing 879 
climate. HMSO, London. Available at: 880 
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/209866/pb139881 
42-nap-20130701.pdf. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 882 
HM Government, 2017. UK Climate Change Risk Assessment 2017. HMSO, London. 883 
Available at: 884 
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/584281/uk-885 
climate-change-risk-assess-2017.pdf. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 886 

Latvia 887 

Cross-Sectoral Coordination Centre Republic of Latvia (CSCC), 2018. Sustainable 888 
development goals of Latvia. Available at: https://www.pkc.gov.lv/lv/valsts-attistibas-889 
planosana/ano-ilgtspejigas-attistibas-merki. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 890 
Baltadapt, 2018. Strategy to adaptation to Climate Change in the Baltic Sea Region. Available 891 
at: http://www.baltadapt.eu/ [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 892 
The Ministry of Environmental Protection and Regional Development, 2018. On a way towards 893 
development of National AdapPlanon plan. Available at: 894 

http://www.mzp.cz/C1257458002F0DC7/cz/adaptace_reporting/$FILE/OEOK-Reporting_adaptace-20160108.pdf
http://www.mzp.cz/C1257458002F0DC7/cz/adaptace_reporting/$FILE/OEOK-Reporting_adaptace-20160108.pdf
https://www.mzp.cz/cz/narodni_akcni_plan_zmena_klimatu
http://eagri.cz/public/web/file/545860/Koncepce_ochrany_pred_nasledky_sucha_pro_uzemi_CR.pdf
http://eagri.cz/public/web/file/545860/Koncepce_ochrany_pred_nasledky_sucha_pro_uzemi_CR.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/5k92sn0f8dbt-en
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/209866/pb13942-nap-20130701.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/209866/pb13942-nap-20130701.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/584281/uk-climate-change-risk-assess-2017.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/584281/uk-climate-change-risk-assess-2017.pdf
http://www.baltadapt.eu/


http://www.varam.gov.lv/lat/fondi/grants/EEZ_2009_2014/nacionala_klimata_politika/?doc=895 
18209. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 896 

Portugal 897 

Portuguese Environment Agency (APA), 2015.Estratégia Nacional de Adaptação às Alterações 898 
Climáticas (ENAAC2020) (National Strategy for Adaptation to Climate Change). Available 899 
at: 900 
https://www.dge.mec.pt/sites/default/files/ECidadania/Educacao_Ambiental/documentos/ena901 
ac_consulta_publica.pdf. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 902 

Australia 903 

Australian Government, Department of Environment and Energy, 2017. National Climate 904 
Resilience and Adaptation Strategy. Available at: http://www.environment.gov.au/climate-905 
change/adaptation/strategy. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 906 
Australian Government, Department of Environment and Energy, 2017. National Climate 907 
Resilience and Adaptation Strategy. Available at:  http://www.environment.gov.au/climate-908 
change/adaptation/strategy. [Accessed 12 July 2018]. 909 
 910 

http://www.varam.gov.lv/lat/fondi/grants/EEZ_2009_2014/nacionala_klimata_politika/?doc=18209
http://www.varam.gov.lv/lat/fondi/grants/EEZ_2009_2014/nacionala_klimata_politika/?doc=18209
https://www.dge.mec.pt/sites/default/files/ECidadania/Educacao_Ambiental/documentos/enaac_consulta_publica.pdf
https://www.dge.mec.pt/sites/default/files/ECidadania/Educacao_Ambiental/documentos/enaac_consulta_publica.pdf
http://www.environment.gov.au/climate-change/adaptation/strategy
http://www.environment.gov.au/climate-change/adaptation/strategy
http://www.environment.gov.au/climate-change/adaptation/strategy
http://www.environment.gov.au/climate-change/adaptation/strategy

	1 Introduction
	2 Methodology
	2.1 Sampled countries
	2.2 Selected indicators and categories
	2.3 Socioeconomic and climate change vulnerability characterisation of the thirteen countries.

	3 Results
	3.1 Climate Change National Adaptation Plans – one global agenda, multiple national speeds
	3.2 Climate Change National Adaptation Plans–standardisation of the objectives
	3.3 Climate Change Sectoral Programs: Homogeneity of adaptation plans vs heterogeneity of contexts and vulnerabilities.
	3.4 Climate Change National Adaptation Plans Definition and Implementation -numerous areas of intervention, a single ministry

	4 Discussion
	Conclusions
	Abbreviations and Acronyms
	References
	EEA, 2018. Number of countries that have adopted a climate change adaptation strategy/plan. European Environment Agency https://www.eea.europa.eu/airs/2018/environment-and-health/climate-change-adaptation-strategies
	Appendix A. Countries legal references
	Bangladesh
	Mozambique
	Brazil
	Canada
	Uruguay
	India
	Malaysia
	Czech Republic
	Germany
	England
	Latvia
	Portugal
	Australia


