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The Art of Learning: How can Deliberate Learning be Integrated in Policy Processes related to Climate Adaptation?


	
Introduction
The effectiveness of climate change adaptation decision making largely depends on how well governments and other actors embed deliberate learning into policy processes, throughout planning, implementation, and monitoring and evaluation (M&E). Indeed, research shows that learning does not necessarily happen automatically in policy spaces but rather, it needs to be created and nurtured (Ensor & Harvey, 2015).

While we broadly understand that learning is crucial to improving adaptation practices, clear evidence on how to “do” learning—deliberately and practically— remains elusive. This is despite a vast and flourishing literature on learning which spans across different fields from collective learning to policy learning and learning in environmental governance among other relevant fields of study on learning (Collins and Ison, 2009; Goyal and Howlett, 2018).

The limited consensus on how to promote sustained learning in policy processes, including related to climate adaptation, can be tied to a number of factors including: a lack of shared definition of what learning is; an oversimplification of the causal mechanisms that enable learning to flow from activities such as M&E, policy dialogues, research, and training; and the complex networks of actors and institutions that must be engaged in climate adaptation policy processes. 

Our initial analysis of National Adaptation Plan (NAP) from 53 countries (Dekens & Harvey, 2024) revealed a set of enabling conditions that may be crucial in supporting the effective integration of deliberate learning into climate adaptation policy processes, but the specifics of how these are mobilised in practice across different country contexts remained unclear. To shed light on these questions, this paper presentation will share results of country case studies conducted to understand, how, why, and with what results countries do succeed in enacting deliberate learning practices in their NAPs.

Methodology
The analysis is drawing from three case studies of countries in the Global South. For each case study, our approach focuses on documenting through expert interviews three core elements: (a) a deliberate learning process related to NAPs such as a monitoring and evaluation system, a consultative mechanism, or a learning partnership, and how this process was put into practice, (b) the enabling conditions for learning to take place, and (c) potential impact such as a change in policy position, norms, or attitudes related to climate adaptation. 

Findings
While analysis is currently underway, we expect this presentation to be able to show emerging lessons across the case studies on how learning can be better integrated in climate adaptation policy processes. These should help to validate and contextualize the enabling conditions for learning in adaptation policy that we have identified, and show how these conditions can be nurtured in different contexts.

Significance of the work for policy and practice 
This analysis will contribute to help government and other actors involved in policy processes to understand that learning is not a 'nice to do' but a 'must do' for effective and sustainable climate change adaptation action. 
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