






• Framework Act on Low Carbon Green Growth (April, 2010) 

National Strategy for Green Growth(2009-2050) 
(Office for Government Policy Coordination) 

5-Year Plan for Green Growth 
(1st: 2009-2013), (2nd: 2014-2018) 

Implementation Plans  
for Central Governments 

Climate Change Master Plan Sustainable Development  
Master Plan 

Energy Master Plan 

National Climate Change  
Adaptation Plan 

Action Plans for  
Central Governments 

Action Plans for  
Metropolitan Governments 

Action Plans for  
Municipal Governments 

Implementation Plans  
for Local Governments 

National Strategy on Low 
Carbon Green Growth 

Sustainable Development Master Plan for 
Central Governments 

Sustainable Development Master Plan for 
Local Governments 



* In December 2012, the 1st National Climate Change Adaptation Plan was revised based on impact analysis with Representative Concentration Pathways (RCP)scenario, 
which is used in the 5thIPCC Assessment Report. 

Vision 

Periods 

To build safe society and support green growth through climate change adaptation 

2009-2030 (22years) 2011-2015 (5years) 2016-2020 (5years) 

Implementing 
Ministries 

13 ministries 20 ministries 

Features 

• The first nation-wide official 
master plan for responding to 
climate change 

• Suggest a national vision and 
directions toward adaptation 
policy 

• Key action plan for low-
carbon green growth, which 
is the national long-term 
vision 

•Develop key indicators for 
climate change adaptation 

• Suggest an adaptation plan 
to achieve a long-term 
vision 

• Limited to the effects for 
climate change adaptation 

• Prepare a plan based on 
existing adaptation issues 

• Regular monitoring of the 
implementation status 

•Differentiate mid and long-term 
goals for climate change 
adaptation at the national level 

• Aim at creating co-benefits of 
mitigation and adaptation 

•Harness science-based 
approach with impact and risk 
assessment of climate change 

• Enhance monitoring on climate 
change impact and integrated 
performance assessment 

<Key Changes> 

National Climate Change 
Adaptation Master Plan 

(2008.12) 

1st National Climate 
Change Adaptation 

Plan* (2010.10) 

2nd National Climate 
Change Adaptation 

Plan (2015.12) 



Vision 

Goal 

Pathways towards Safe and Happy Society for the Public through Climate Change Adaptation 

Implement-
ing Basis 

Active Public 
Participation 

Policy 
Sector 

Principles 

Climate Change Risk Reduction and Opportunity Realization 

Integrated 
Approach 

Science-based 
Measures 

Climate Resilience for 
the Vulnerable 

Sustainable 
Development 

Science-Based Risk 
Assessment 

• Establishing monitoring & prediction system 
on climate change 

• Developing Korean climate scenario 
• Monitoring on climate impact  

• Conducting vulnerability assessment & 
risk assessment 

• Providing integrated information system 

Building a Safe Society 

• Reporting the vulnerable to the climate 
change 

• Preventing and controlling public health 
threat  

• Managing the vulnerable areas and 
facilities 

• Responding to climate disaster 

Strengthening 
Competitiveness of the 

Industrial Sector 

• Enhancing adaptive capacity in industrial 
sectors  

• Building a foundation of adaptation 
infrastructure  

• Developing climate change adaptation 
technologies 

• Supporting Foreign Market Entry 

Sustainable Natural 
Resources Management 

• Securing biodiversity  
• Managing climate change risk for ecosystem 

• Restoring ecosystem and managing 
habitats 

Building an 
Internal/External 

Implementing Basis 

• Strengthening effectiveness of adaptation 
policies  

• Promoting local-level adaptation activities  

• Enhancing international cooperation 
• Promoting public relations and 

education on adaptation 





Article 38  
Establishment, Implementation, etc. of Measures for Adaptation to Climate Change 

(4) The Minister of Environment may organize and operate a consultative body 
comprised of public officials belonging to the Senior Executive Service of related central 
administrative agencies for the formulation and execution of measures for adaptation to 
climate change under paragraph (1) and a detailed implementation plan under paragraph 
(2).   

「Enforcement decree of the framework act on low carbon, green growth」 

(3) In order to confirm the appropriateness, etc. of the execution of a detailed 
implementation plan under paragraph (2), the Minister of Environment may check the 
results of such detailed implementation plan with the head of each related central 
administrative agency, each Mayor/Do Governor and the head of each Si/Gun/Gu every year.   

(5) Where the Minister of Environment deems it necessary to formulate and execute a 
detailed implementation plan under paragraph (2) and to check the results under 
paragraph (3), he/she may request the heads of related central administrative agencies, 
Mayors/Do Governors and the heads of Sis/Guns/Gus to submit necessary data.   



Self - 
Evaluation 

Implemen
-tation 

Monitoring 

Plan 
Modification 

of action Plan) 

Feedback 

2nd National Climate Change Adaptation Plan 

Implementing 
Ministries 

Ministry of 
Environment 

3rd National 
Climate Change 
Adaptation Plan 

Comprehensive 
Evaluation 

(Mid and Final) 

Feedback 
(Adaptation 
Committee) 

Synthesis  of 
results 

Every Year 







• (Objective) Strengthening effectiveness of the plans and increasing the responsibility of the implementing 

ministries by evaluating and circulating the implementation results of climate change adaptation action plan 

• (Legal Basis) ｢ Enforcement decree of the framework act on low carbon, green growth ｣  

     Article 38–(3) 

• (Target) 341 Detailed Actions and 100 Critical Actions 

 - Total 341 projects implemented by 19 Central Governments in 2016   ‘I-1-1-1’ & ‘I-1-1-1-가’ project 

level 

 - (Critical Action) Total 100 critical actions plans selected out of 341 detailed action plans, linking with 2nd 

National Adaptation Plans 

• (Method) Integrated evaluation based on self-evaluation conducted by implementing ministries 

  - (Detailed Action Plans) checking on the levels of implementation and achievement of the plans as 

‘Well-implemented/ Delayed / Not-implemented’  

 - (Critical Action Plans) Evaluating the levels of implementation, cooperation & public reach, and 

effectiveness as ‘Excellent/Fair/Poor’ 

 



Indicator Method 

1)  Level of 
implemen-
tation 

∙ the level of implementation 
 ⇨ level of budget executed 
      =executed/planned budget(%)  
 90%～100%(High), 70%～89%(Mid),    
 70%~(Low) 

2) Level of 
achievement 

∙ the level of achievement   
    = processed/planned activities(%)  
100%(High), 80%～99%(Mid),  
 80%~(Low) 

3) Main result 
and future 
plans 

∙ presenting the main result and  
effectiveness of the result 
∙ suggesting alternatives for under- 
implemented result 

Indicator Method 

1) Level of 
implementa
-tion 

∙Whether the project is implemented as 
planned in budget and time  
∙Whether the project is implemented to 
meet the level of achievement as planned 

2) Level of 
cooperation 
and public 
reach 

∙Interaction and cooperation among 
implementing ministries for sharing 
information, reaching public, and 
education 

3) Effective-
ness of the 
plans 

∙Any performance that can not be 
measured by indicators 

•  100 critical projects : Excellent/Fair/Poor •  All the 341 projects : Well-implemented 

/Delayed/Not implemented 

Implementation 

Achievement 
High Mid Low 

High 
Well-

implemented 
Well-

implemented 
Delayed 

Mid 
Well-

implemented 
Delayed Delayed 

Low Delayed Delayed Not implemented 

•Synthesis Result framework matrix 



Implementing 
Ministries 

Ministry of 
Environment 

• Establishing check-
up plans including 
guidance and key 
dates  

• Establishing self-
evaluation plans 
for the year 

• Conducting 
midterm check-up 
by implementing 
departments 

• Conducting self-
evaluation and 
drafting the result 

• Submitting the 
result 

• Analyzing and 
sharing the results  

• Revising Action 
Plans 

• Requesting ‘action 
plan change’  

   if needed 





··· 

• Name of the project, 
implementing 
ministry & period 

• Budget planned 
over five years as 
an indicator 

• Performance 
indicator and 
target-setting 



Budget 
Execution 
rate as an 
Indicator 

 
“Level of 

Implementa
-tion” 

Performance 
Indicators 

 
 

“Level of 
Achievement” 

Synthe
-sis  

Result 

High Mid Low 

High 

Mid 

Low 

Synthesis 
Result 



341 Detailed Actions 

• (Target Project) 285 Projects(83.6%) are subject to checking on self-evaluation in 

2016 out of total 341 projects (the rest of the projects are yet to be implemented)  

Total 
Yet to be 

implemented 

The implementation result of the plans in 2016 

Sub-total 
Well-

implemented 
Delayed 

Not-
implemented 

Projects 341 56 285 274 7 4 

rate(%) 100.0 16.4 100.0 96.1 2.5 1.4 

Budget(bn\) 84,08.84 - 8,408.84 8,317.9 90.86 - 

rate(%) 100.0 - 100.0 98.9 1.1 - 

• (Results) 274 Well-implemented(96.1%), 7 delayed(2.5%), 4 Not-implemented(1.4%)  

 - Delayed : Due to the low level of budget execution and external reasons 

 - Not-implemented: Due to budget not executed(1) and  deterioration of the inter-Korea 

relations(3)  



100 Critical Actions 

• (Target Projects) 93 Projects are subject to checking on self-evaluation in 

2016 out of total 100 projects (the rest of the projects are yet to be implemented)  

• (Results) 83 Excellent(89.2%), 7 Fair(2.5%), 3 Poor(3.2%)  

 - Fair : Budget execution and Project delayed due to external reasons 

 - Poor: Due to budget not executed and  deterioration of the inter-Korea relations  

The implementation result in 2016 Yet to be 

implemented 
Total 

Excellent Fair Poor 

Projects 83 7 3 7 100 

Rate(%) 83.0 7.0 3.0 7.0 100.0 

Budget(bn\) 4,535.88 501.78 0.42 - 5,038.08 

Rate(%) 90.0 9.9 0.1 - 100.0 



Climate Change Adaptation Working Group Meeting (Jun.29th, 2017, MOE meeting room)  

• (Objective) Strengthening effectiveness of the plans and increasing the responsibility of the 

implementing ministries by evaluating and circulating the implementation result of climate 

change adaptation action plan 

• (Participants) 23 officials from Central governments 

• (Discussion and Result) 

 - Review on budget execution rate as an indicator 

 - Review on introduction of the evaluation system  

     by external expertise  

 - Amendment of (Detailed) Action Plans at a certain time   

 - The usage of implementation results   

  

 





• Improved the national adaptation capacity through two times of national adaptation 
planning experiences 

• Set up a comprehensive implementation system by establishing sectoral, metropolitan & 
municipal-level implementation plans 

• Reviewing the valuation criteria and evaluation system 

 - In what level(Project or Policy direction), budget execution rate as an indicator be measured 

 - The need for quantitative method, evaluation system conducted by the external expertise 
can be considered 

• Raising awareness of importance of adaptation actions within the government 

• Delivering implementation results and effectiveness of the adaptation policy to the public 

 

• Structure and implementation of ‘Monitoring and evaluation’ in Korea are also making and 
ongoing process  

• It’s consistently needed to share and learn each other with countries already experienced 
monitoring and evaluation for successful implementation of NAP 



*Climate change adaptation legislation 
system and items (Shin et al. 2016) 



http://ccas.kei.re.kr/english2014/eng2014_index.do 


