[bookmark: _Ref503359156]Table 1: Overview of the Adaptation Policy Assessment (A-PASS) Framework

	Dimension
	Sub-No.
	Sub-Dimension
	Extent of Evidence
(Check one box)
	Synthesis of Evidence and Final Score
(Check one box; also include examples from policy)

	[bookmark: _GoBack]1. Information base
	1.1
	Does the policy contain evidence to suggest that actual and expected climate-related vulnerabilities are adequately understood?
· Various groups in the population
· Various sectors
· Various localities/communities
· Different systems (human/natural)
· Different ecosystems (marine/terrestrial)
	☐ Yes
☐ To some extent
☐ No
	☐ High
☐ Medium-high
☐ Medium
☐ Low-medium
☐ Low

	
	1.2
	Does the policy contain evidence to suggest that actual and expected non-climate-related vulnerabilities are adequately understood?
· Various groups in the population
· Various sectors
· Various localities/communities
· Different systems (human/natural)
· Different ecosystems (marine/terrestrial)
	☐ Yes
☐ To some extent
☐ No
	☐ High
☐ Medium-high
☐ Medium
☐ Low-medium
☐ Low

	
	1.3
	Does the policy contain evidence to suggest that the links between domains are adequately understood?
· Climate change and national/sustainable development
· Climate change and disaster risk reduction
· Climate change and resilience
· Climate change and transformation
	☐ Yes
☐ To some extent
☐ No
	☐ High
☐ Medium-high
☐ Medium
☐ Low-medium
☐ Low

	2. Vision, goals and objectives
	2.1
	Does the policy contain evidence of high-level support?
· President / Prime Minister
· Minister
· Included in political manifestos
	☐ Yes
☐ To some extent
☐ No
	☐ High
☐ Medium-high
☐ Medium
☐ Low-medium
☐ Low

	
	2.2
	Does the policy contain evidence of a clear long-term vision (>30 years) for adequate adaptation to climate change?
	☐ Yes
☐ To some extent
☐ No
	☐ High
☐ Medium-high
☐ Medium
☐ Low-medium
☐ Low

	
	2.3
	Does the policy contain evidence of clear short- to medium-term goals for adequate adaptation to climate change?
	☐ Yes
☐ To some extent
☐ No
	☐ High
☐ Medium-high
☐ Medium
☐ Low-medium
☐ Low

	
	2.4
	Does the policy contain evidence of SMART (specific, measurable, attainable, relevant and time-bound) adaptation objectives?
	☐ Yes
☐ To some extent
☐ No
	☐ High
☐ Medium-high
☐ Medium
☐ Low-medium
☐ Low

	3. Priorities and options
	3.1
	Does the policy contain evidence to suggest that stock has been taken of existing adaptation efforts?
· National-level
· Community-level
· Various groups in the population
· Various sectors
· Different systems (human/natural)
· Different ecosystems (marine/terrestrial)
	☐ Yes
☐ To some extent
☐ No
	☐ High
☐ Medium-high
☐ Medium
☐ Low-medium
☐ Low

	
	3.2
	Does the policy contain evidence to suggest that the country’s national priorities for adaptation are clear?
· Prioritisation processes are transparent
· Considers priorities in other key documents (e.g. sector policies)
· Considers the local/community level
	☐ Yes
☐ To some extent
☐ No
	☐ High
☐ Medium-high
☐ Medium
☐ Low-medium
☐ Low

	
	3.3
	Does the policy contain evidence to suggest that the climate risks to national priorities have been adequately considered?
	☐ Yes
☐ To some extent
☐ No
	☐ High
☐ Medium-high
☐ Medium
☐ Low-medium
☐ Low

	
	3.4
	Does the policy contain evidence to suggest that adaptation options have been adequately considered?
· “Soft” vs. “hard” options
· Infrastructure- vs. ecologically- vs. social protection-based options
· Existing adaptation and/or risk reduction projects
· Cost analyses, including total costs and cost effectiveness
· Environmental implications of options
· Social implications of options were considered, including implications for women and marginalised groups
· Options were evaluated for their short-, medium-, and long-term efficacy
	☐ Yes
☐ To some extent
☐ No
	☐ High
☐ Medium-high
☐ Medium
☐ Low-medium
☐ Low

	4. Actions and implementation
	4.1
	Does the policy contain evidence to suggest that an implementation plan has been developed?
	☐ Yes
☐ To some extent
☐ No
	☐ High
☐ Medium-high
☐ Medium
☐ Low-medium
☐ Low

	
	4.2
	Does the plan contain evidence to suggest that priority adaptation actions are actually being implemented?
	☐ Yes
☐ To some extent
☐ No
	☐ High
☐ Medium-high
☐ Medium
☐ Low-medium
☐ Low

	
	4.3
	Does the policy contain evidence to suggest that an authoritative body has been tasked with adaptation coordination?
· Established
· Has a clear mandate
· Has appropriate membership
· Meets and communicates regularly
· Reports regularly
· Adequate resources have been provided for coordination activities
· Is evaluated regularly
	☐ Yes
☐ To some extent
☐ No
	☐ High
☐ Medium-high
☐ Medium
☐ Low-medium
☐ Low

	
	4.4
	Does the policy contain evidence to suggest that key services, sectors, or activities where coordination may be needed for successful adaptation have been identified?
· Vertical coordination (international-regional-national-community) needs have been considered
· Horizontal coordination (across sectors, Government Departments etc.)
	☐ Yes
☐ To some extent
☐ No
	☐ High
☐ Medium-high
☐ Medium
☐ Low-medium
☐ Low

	
	4.5
	Does the policy contain evidence to suggest that adequate consideration has been given to the resources that will be required for successful adaptation?
· Financial resources
· Human resources
· Technical resources
· Other resources
	☐ Yes
☐ To some extent
☐ No
	☐ High
☐ Medium-high
☐ Medium
☐ Low-medium
☐ Low

	
	4.6
	Does the policy contain evidence to suggest that a broad range of stakeholders are adequately engaged in adaptation policy development and implementation?
· Government
· Civil society
· Non-governmental organisations, including churches
· Private sector
· Regional organisations
· International organisations
	☐ Yes
☐ To some extent
☐ No
	☐ High
☐ Medium-high
☐ Medium
☐ Low-medium
☐ Low

	5. Monitoring and evaluation
	5.1
	Does the policy contain evidence to suggest that there is a system in place for reviewing and adjusting adaptation priorities over time?
· A time period and process have been set for revisiting priorities
· Wide and inclusive stakeholder participation is considered and encouraged
· The institution that leads prioritisation reports to an appropriate authority
· Prioritisation decisions are enforceable
· Resources have been allocated to support convening and other prioritisation costs
	☐ Yes
☐ To some extent
☐ No
	☐ High
☐ Medium-high
☐ Medium
☐ Low-medium
☐ Low

	
	5.2
	Does the policy contain evidence to suggest that there is a system in place for reviewing adaptation actions?
· A time period and process have been set for revisiting actions
· Wide and inclusive stakeholder participation is considered and encouraged
· The institution that leads reviews reports to an appropriate authority
· Review decisions are enforceable
· Resources have been allocated to support convening and other review costs
	☐ Yes
☐ To some extent
☐ No
	☐ High
☐ Medium-high
☐ Medium
☐ Low-medium
☐ Low

	
	5.3
	Does the policy contain evidence to suggest that either prioritisation or action reviews are actually taking place?
	☐ Yes
☐ To some extent
☐ No
	☐ High
☐ Medium-high
☐ Medium
☐ Low-medium
☐ Low

	-
	-
	What are the policy considerations going forward?
	



(Source: Authors; extends Baker et al., 2012; Pittock, 2011; Pittock et al., 2015; Robinson, 2017a; Robinson, 2017b; Sinclair and Smith, 1999)
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