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	Introduction
Climate change is one of the most significant threats facing both humans and the environment today. Pacific Island nations are particularly vulnerable due to their geographical characteristics and limited resources. Climate Change Adaptation (CCA) and Disaster Risk Reduction (DRR) are essential strategies for addressing these challenges, but many initiatives in the Pacific depend on Overseas Development Assistance (ODA) funding. While ODA enables critical projects, it also presents challenges, including dependence on external capacity, challenges in delivering large scale projects with limited resources and ensuring equal stakeholder engagement. 

One approach to overcoming these challenges is integrating traditional and local knowledge (LK) into CCA and DRR efforts, with a focus on community-led strategies. Co-producing knowledge by combining modern scientific methods with LK can result in more effective and equitable outcomes. However, challenges such as the fundamental difference between these two knowledge systems, their documentation and LK’s lack of recognition as a viable source of knowledge remain barriers to successful implementation.

Objectives
This study aims to (1) investigate how national experts in the Cook Islands working in CCA and DRR perceive the role of LK in their work, (2) examine how donor procedures and systems support or hinder LK-driven approaches, and (3) identify the benefits and challenges of incorporating LK into ODA-funded projects.

Methodology
A qualitative case study approach was used, involving semi-structured interviews with 25 government officials and local consultants in the Cook Islands. Grounded theory was applied to analyse the transcribed data.

Findings
Preliminary results highlight the importance of social cohesion in effectively integrating LK into CCA and DRR initiatives. While not all projects directly benefit from LK, recognising it as a valuable knowledge system in project frameworks enhances sustainability. There is strong advocacy for LK integration, with several successful cases demonstrating its effectiveness. However, donor funding mechanisms can unintentionally undermine these efforts, particularly when delays, such as fund disbursement issues, erode community trust. Additionally, fragmented funding disrupts long-term projects that require sustained engagement with LK.

To address these challenges, participants emphasised the need to institutionalise LK within national systems rather than rely on short-term project-based funding. Integrating LK into school curricula and embedding it in government policies were identified as key priorities. Moreover, effective LK integration requires navigating donor systems – an area of expertise that often does not align with traditional knowledge holders. Collaboration between government officials, donors, and LK holders is therefore essential. Greater flexibility in donor processes could further support community engagement and streamline project implementation.


Significance of the work for policy and practice 
By examining the interaction between donor systems and LK, the study highlights the need for long-term, institutionalised support rather than short-term, project-based funding. The findings also support government efforts to formalise LK in decision-making processes, ensuring development initiatives are culturally grounded and community-driven. These insights can inform donor funding mechanisms and implementation strategies to better align with local realities, ultimately fostering more resilient and sustainable outcomes.






