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DEFINITIONS OF TERMS
Affected
Household (AH)

Refers to all displaced persons (DPs) residing under one roof and operating
as a single economic unit, who are adversely affected by a project or any of
its components.

Basic
Resettlement
Plan (BRP)

Prepared when the development partners’ safeguard policies require a
resettlement plan based on census/inventory of losses (IOL) and sample
socio-economic survey (SES) for review and approval before the completion
of detailed design and/or land demarcation. Also referred as an Initial or Draft
Resettlement Plan.

Compensation

Refers to payment in cash or in kind for an asset or resource that is acquired
or affected by a project at the time the asset needs to be replaced. All
compensation is based on the principle of full replacement cost. , which is the
method of valuing assets to replace the loss at current market rates, plus any
transaction costs such as administrative charges, taxes, registration and titling
cost. In applying this method of valuation depreciation of structures and
assets should not be taken into account.

Consultation

A process that (i) begins early in the project preparation stage and is carried
out on an ongoing basis at different stages of the project and land acquisition
and involuntary resettlement cycle; (ii) provides timely disclosure of relevant
and adequate information in Khmer Language that is understandable and
readily accessible to displaced people; (iii) is undertaken in an atmosphere
free of intimidation or coercion with due regard to cultural norms; and (iv) is
gender inclusive and responsive and tailored to the needs of disadvantaged
and vulnerable groups; (v) enables to consider the incorporation of all relevant
views of DPs and other stakeholders into decision making, such as project
design, mitigation measures, the sharing of development benefits and
opportunities, and implementation issues.

Corridor of

(i) Permanent. The COI is the area which is required to be permanently
acquired by GDR for easement of the civil works and their unhindered
operation & maintenance (O&M) in the future, and it is agreed and
demarcated by the executing agency (EA). The exact location of the
permanent boundaries of the easement may be required for formal
confirmation of boundaries in the cadastral records.

Impact (COI)

(ii) Temporary. The COI is the area within which the temporary construction
activities and movements of equipment will take place during Project
implementation. The extent of the area is somewhat dependent on the types
of construction method and machinery used by the contractor. Such impacts
and associated remedial measures and costs are typically borne by the
contractor at his own expenses depending on the contractual details.
Cut-off date for
Eligibility

Refers to the date established by the RGC that determines the eligibility of the
AHs/DPs to receive compensation and resettlement assistance under the
proposed subproject. Any person who occupies in the subproject area after
the cut-off date will not be entitled to compensation and assistance. Fixed
assets such as built structures (new or expansion of existing structures),
crops, fruit trees, and other similar assets established after the cut-off date
will not be compensated. The information regarding the cut-off date has been
included in the PIB which was distributed to the AHs during the first public
consultation meetings in the affected villages in June 2020. The PIB in Khmer
language with the information on the cut-off-date was also posted in the
village meeting halls and the houses of the community chiefs, and other
accessible public places.
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Detailed
Measurement
Survey (DMS)

With the aid of the approved detailed engineering design, this activity involves
the finalization of the IOL, measurement of losses, 100% SES, and 100%
census of the DPs.

Detailed
Resettlement
Plan (DRP)

Prepared when detailed designs or land demarcation have been completed
and the full impacts following a detailed measurement survey are known. Also
referred as Full Resettlement Plan or Resettlement Action Plan. When a Basic
Resettlement Plan has been prepared, the Detailed Resettlement Plan is an
update of the Basic Resettlement Plan.

Displaced Person
(DP)

In the context of involuntary resettlement, DPs are those who are physically
displaced (relocation, loss of residential land, or loss of shelter) and/or
economically displaced (loss of land, assets, access to assets, income
sources, or means of livelihoods) as a result of (i) involuntary acquisition of
land, or (ii) involuntary restrictions on land use or on access to legally
designated parks and protected areas. (ADB Safeguard Policy Statement
(SPS) 2009)

Economic
Displacement

Refers to loss of land, assets, access to assets, income sources, or means of
livelihood as a result of (i) involuntary acquisition of land, or (ii) involuntary
restrictions on land use or on access to legally designated parks and
protected areas.

Entitlements

Resettlement entitlements with respect to a particular eligibility category are
the sum of compensation and other forms of assistance provided to DPs in
the respective eligibility.

Income
Restoration

This is the re-establishment of productive livelihood of the DPs to enable
income generation equal to or, if possible, better than that earned by the DPs
before the resettlement.

Census and
Inventory of
Losses (IOL)

A count of all DPs irrespective of their titled or non-titled land ownership
status. Its purpose is to accurately document the number of DPs and to create
an IOL finalized on the basis of a DMS.

Major Impacts

This refers to AHs who will be (i) physically displaced from housing, or (ii)
those losing 10% or more of their total productive assets (income generating).

Physical
Displacement

Refers to relocation, loss of residential land, or loss of shelter because of (i)
involuntary acquisition of land; or (ii) involuntary restrictions on land use or on
access to legally designated parks and protected areas.

Replacement
Cost

The calculation of full replacement cost will be based on the following
elements: (i) fair market value; (ii) transaction costs; (iii) interest accrued, (iv)
transitional and restoration costs; and (v) other applicable payments, if any.
Where market conditions are absent or in a formative stage, the
borrower/client will consult with the DPs and host populations to obtain
adequate information about recent land transactions, land value by types,
land titles, land use, cropping patterns and crop production, availability of land
in the project area and region, and other related information.

Resettlement
Plan (RP)

A time-bound action plan that includes objectives, principles, entitlements,
specific activities, responsibilities of concerned agencies, groups and
individuals, and budget for addressing the displacement of people from
assets, sources of incomes, homes, and communities towards reconstructing
their disrupted lives and improving or restoring their standards of living to at
least pre-displacement levels. The BRP is prepared based on the census/IOL
and a SES and will be updated based on the DMS once the detailed
engineering design of the subproject is approved.
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Right of
(ROW)

Vulnerable
Groups

Way

Refers the land necessary for construction and maintenance of public
infrastructure, owned or still to be acquired, reserved for public use or for a
Government project.
These are individuals and groups who may be differentially or
disproportionately affected by the project because of their disadvantaged or
vulnerable status and specifically include: (i) households falling under the
Cambodia national poverty rate, (ii) female headed households with
dependents living below the national poverty rate, (iii) disabled household
heads with no other means of support, (iv) elderly households who are
landless and with no other means of support, (v) landless poor living below
the national poverty rate, and (vi) indigenous people or ethnic minorities.
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1.
A.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Project and Subproject Descriptions

1.
The Second Greater Mekong Subregion (GMS) Tourism Infrastructure for Inclusive
Growth Project (the Project) will improve urban-rural transport infrastructure and urban
environmental services, strengthen capacity to implement regional tourism standards, and
strengthen tourism destination management in Cambodia. It will help transform secondary
towns in the GMS Economic Corridors into green, inclusive and competitive international
tourism nodes to boost trade in services and deepen market linkages between members of
the GMS and Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN). The Project builds on the
ongoing GMS Tourism Infrastructure for Inclusive Growth Project, implemented in
Cambodia, the Lao PDR, and Viet Nam (2014–2019).
2.
The proposed Kep Coastal Road Subproject (the subproject) located in Kep Town
and Damnak Chang’oeur district of Kep Province is one of the subprojects under the Project
implemented in Cambodia. The length of the subproject road is 12.01km and is divided into
four (4) sections: (i) initial road section with a length of 1.20km and a width of 8.00m starting
from Kep Pier in Kep commune ; (ii) main section of 8.25km from Km1+200 to Km 9+450,
2 lanes of 3.50m wide, one shoulder of 1.50m wide in the inland side and a sidewalk of
3.50m wide with motor cycle track of 2.00m on the seaside; (iii) road section connected
from the Coastal Road to Provincial Road (PR) 1332 which is 2.00km in length starting from
Km 9+655 to the Pagoda Junction on the PR 1332; and (iv) access road to the beach and
Angkol village in Angkol commune with a length of 0.74km and a width of 8.00m, which has
two lanes flanked by two shoulders of 1.00m, including the construction of three tourist
facilities units with showers and toilets along this section. The subproject will ensure mobility
to more than 6,000 residents of the area; provide an easy and fast access to the Angkol
Beach which will increase the suitable locations for bathing and swimming in Kep town;
promote the tourism development of Angkol village and its surroundings; and increase the
value of lands along the whole coastal area.
3.
This Basic Resettlement Plan (BRP) has been prepared based on the results of
Inventory of Losses (IOL) for the affected assets of the potentially displaced households
(AHs); the results of information disclosure, consultation, and participation conducted during
preparation of the BRP; and rapid replacement cost study (RRCS) on affected assets
conducted in July 2020. The Detailed Resettlement Plan (DRP) will be prepared in February
2021 based on the detailed measurement survey (DMS), the result of replacement cost
study (RCS) for the affected land and assets, and additional consultations with the AHs
when the detailed engineering design of the subproject is approved.
B.

Scope of Land Acquisition and Resettlement Impacts

4.
The IOL for the affected land and non-land assets of displaced
households/displaced persons (AHs/DPs) was conducted in July 2020. A total of 104
AHs/408 DPs will be affected by land acquisition for the subproject including (i) 45 AHs/127
DPs with loss of land only; (ii) 41 AHs/192 DPs with loss of both land and structures and/or
trees; and (iii) 18 AHs/89 DPs with loss of structures and/or trees other than land. Among
the total AHs, there is no AH/DP who will experience major impacts caused by the
subproject. There is no physical relocation of any AH/DP to a new site. All AHs/DPs affected
houses, house-cum-shops and shops alone will be repaired, extended and reconstructed
on the available existing land or available land at the back of the affected structures.
5.
The construction of the subproject permanently requires acquisition of a total of
15,618m2 (15,051m2 of residential and 567m2 of agricultural) of private land of 86 AHs /319
DPs including 81 legal landowners and five (5) squatters (informal settlers) who are
occupying the existing right-of-way (ROW). A total of 102 trees owned by 21 AHs/98 DPs
and 14 main structures (10 houses and 4 house-cum-shops) owned by 14 AHs/78 DPs will
also be affected from the land acquisition by the subproject. The construction of the road
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also affects five (5) stand-alone shops/kiosks owned by five (5) shop owners and secondary
structures such as outdoor toilet/shower/bathrooms, sheds, fences, extended eaves,
kitchen owned by 26 AHs/112 DPs, and one gate of Kirisakor Pagoda.
6.
Among total AHs, three (3) AHs/25 DPs will have to extend their houses at the back
of the same plot of land as their main structures (houses) will be partially affected but the
remaining area and the portion of the structure is not sufficient for continued living and one
(2) AHs/10 DPs will need to reconstruct their entire houses on the remaining available land
at the back of the house as their houses will be partially affected but the remaining area is
neither sufficient nor viable for continued living. Two (2) other AHs/8 DPs will lose more
than 10% of total agricultural landholding of the household; however, the affected
agricultural land areas of the households have been abandoned and not being cultivated
by the AHs for a while (three years) due to lack of fresh water for irrigation. The SES also
revealed that the AHs have main income from doing business and trading; the livelihood of
the AHs, therefore, will not be affected by the land acquisition for the subproject.
7.
There will be temporary impacts on business of nine (9) shop owners (4 house-cumshop and 5 stand-alone shops), of whom three (3) shop owners and one (1) house-cumshop owner will have their shops fully affected and five (5) shop owners will have partial
impacts on their shops. For the partially affected shops (4 house-cum-shops and one standalone shop), the shop owners just need to repair their shop or house-cum-shops to continue
their business. It will take them about 15 days to repair the structures such as front of the
structures, gates, walls, shop sign boards and the AHs will not have to relocate temporarily
while the repair works are carried out. For the fully affected shops, one of the 4 shop owners
will move their shop back to the available land behind the affected shop, the other 2 shop
owners will continue their business from their main houses and the remaining shop owner
will rebuild his shop on their remaining land. It was estimated by the affected shop owners
that their business will be disrupted about one month during the period of moving their shops
and re-establishment of their businesses in the new shops. The impact on business will be
further assessed in detail during the DMS and will be reflected in the DRP along with
potential entitlement for income restoration program.
8.
The data analysis identified that 5 AHs/34 DPs (2 AH heads are male and 3 AH
heads are female) are illegally occupying the state land within the right-of-way within the
50m from the beach front. Their land ownership status will be confirmed from Commune
Cadastral Office during DMS. Out of these 5 AHs/34 DPs, 2 AHs/9 DPs are fishermen, one
AH/15 DPs is a freelance worker, one AH/7 DPs is a government employee, and the
remaining one AH/3 DPs is market vendor. There are 4 AHs/15 DPs who are elderly. Out
of these, 3 AHs/11 DPs are farmers, and one AH/4 DPs is a fisherman. While the nine (9)
AHs/49 DPs potentially fall under the vulnerability criteria of landless and elderly, none of
them will permanently lose their main source of income/livelihood. The number and status
of the potentially vulnerable AHs identified during the IOL and SES in this BRP will be further
determined during the DMS stage and reflected in the DRP.
C.

Information Disclosure, Consultation and Participation

9.
Information disclosure and consultations with the displaced persons (DPs) were
carried out during the BRP preparation. Two rounds of public consultation meetings were
held during the preparation of the BRP. Prior to the commencement of the meetings, copies
of the public information brochure (PIB) were distributed to the participants. The first
consultative meetings including one in Kep commune and one in Angkol commune were
held on 30 June 2020 prior to conducting the IOL. The consultation included detailed
discussions on (i) the project description, (ii) subproject description based on the preliminary
design, (iii) potential impacts on land acquisition and resettlement (LAR), (iv) eligibility and
entitlements on compensation and resettlement assistance, (v) cut-off date, (vi) proposed
implementation schedule, and (vii) the grievance redress mechanism (GRM). In addition,
the PIB was explained in detail to local authorities and the AHs, especially those who are
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illiterate. The concerns raised by the DPs were responded to during the consultation
meetings and their concerns regarding land acquisition and involuntary resettlement (LAR)
were addressed in this BRP. The second consultative meetings were held on 14 July 2020
after the IOL was completed. A total of 206 participants attended the meetings, of whom 87
were females.
10.
Upon approval by the Inter-ministerial Resettlement Committee (IRC) and ADB, this
BRP will be uploaded on the ADB and Ministry of Tourism (MOT) websites. The updated
PIB including the GRM guidelines will be further distributed and explained to all AHs prior
to DMS. Information disclosure will continue after the approval of BRP, during DRP
preparation and implementation. The updated PIBs will be explained to the DPs prior to the
DMS and during house-to-house DMS. The BRP and DRP for the subproject in Khmer
language will be sent to authorities of Kep Town and Damnak Chang’oeur district, the
community chiefs, uploaded in ADB and MOT websites and posted in accessible public
places such as village halls and Kep and Angkol commune offices.
D.

Grievance Redress Mechanism

11.
The grievance redress mechanism (GRM) stipulated by Standard Operating
Procedures (SOP) for LAR for Externally Financial Projects in Cambodia 1 shall be followed
to ensure that all complaints raised by local people and community regarding LAR;
compensation and assistance; and other aspects of the subproject are resolved in a timely
manner. The proposed GRM has been discussed with the AHs in the public consultation
meetings. Any DP, in addition to seeking community level resolution to his/her grievance
through community or commune chiefs or seniors, can formally lodge his/her grievance at
district, General Department of Resettlement (GDR) and Provincial Grievance Redress
Committee (PGRC) levels through standard procedures as specified in this BRP. The
complainants will be exempted from all administrative fees except for legal fees that might
be incurred in the resolution of grievances and complaints.
E.

Legal and Policy Framework

12.
The legal and policy framework for land acquisition, compensation, and assistance
of the Project is defined by relevant land laws and regulations of the Government and the
Safeguard Policy Statement (SPS, 2009) of ADB. Objectives of the subproject’s policy are
to avoid, or, if not possible to avoid, minimize resettlement impacts, restore income and
livelihoods of AHs, and improve living standards of vulnerable AHs by the subproject.
F.

Eligibility and Entitlements

13.
The cut-off date for eligibility applied for this subproject was set on 30 June 2020 the date of the completion of public consultations conducted with DPs, and local authorities
during the feasibility study. Any people who settle in the subproject area or build new
structures or expanding existing structures after the cut-off date will not be entitled for
compensation and resettlement assistance under the subproject. The information on the
cut-off date is documented and disseminated throughout the subproject area. The
information regarding the cut-off date has been included in the PIB which was distributed to
the AHs during the first public consultation meetings in the affected villages in June 2020.
The PIB in Khmer language with the information on the cut-off-date was also posted in the
village meeting halls and the houses of the community chiefs, and other accessible public
places. The updated PIB will be also provided to the AHs during DRP preparation.
14.
An entitlement matrix and its applications mentioned in this BRP covers the
compensation and types of assistance to be provided to the AHs whose land, structures
and trees will be affected. The entitlement matrix has been developed in line with principles
1

The SOP for Externally Financed Projects in Cambodia and LAR (2018), reflects RGC’s laws and regulations
relating to the acquisition of land and the involuntary resettlement of DP and the safeguard policies and
procedures of Development Partners as applied to public infrastructure investment projects.
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of the SOP for LAR for Externally Financial Projects in Cambodia and the ADB’s SPS 2009
and in consultation with and agreed on by the DPs, local authorities and the MOT during
the BRP preparation. The affected land, structures, and trees of AHs will be compensated
at full replacement cost.
G.

Resettlement Budget

15.
The total indicative budget for land acquisition, compensation and assistance for the
subproject is $ 1,707,630.69. This amount includes cost for compensation for affected land,
structures, and trees; impact on businesses; cost of IRP; cost of RCS; administration cost;
and contingency cost. The budget will be finalized following the approval of the subproject
and based on the results of the DMS, RCS, and approval of the detailed engineering design.
The budget will be entirely financed from the national budget and no ADB loan funds will be
required.
H.

Institutional Arrangements

16.
The subproject will be implemented by the MOT as the executing agency (EA)
through The Ministry of Public Works and Transport (MPWT) as the implementing agency
(IA). The Project Management Unit (PMU) at MPWT, which will support the EA and IA to
undertake the overall oversight and management of the subproject.
17.
The IRC, through the GDR of the Ministry of Economy and Finance (MEF), are
responsible for updating, implementing, monitoring and reporting of the BRP/DRP. At the
provincial level, the MPWT and IRC are assisted by the Resettlement Subcommittee in the
Kep province and districts through the Provincial Resettlement Sub-Committee Working
Group (PRSC-WG).
I.

Implementation Schedule

18.
The civil work contractors will be awarded the civil work contracts in compliance with
the following conditions: (i) compensation has been fully paid to AHs; (ii) agreed
rehabilitation measures are in place; and (iii) the area is free from all encumbrances. The
detailed activities and expected schedule of LAR are presented in this BRP.
J.

Monitoring and Reporting

19.
While the Project Coordination Unit (PCU) under MOT will be responsible for
monitoring of the overall implementation of the subproject, the Department of Internal
Monitoring and Data Management (DIMDM) of GDR will be directly responsible for carrying
out internal monitoring which will (i) review the monthly progress reports provided by the
relevant Resettlement Department 2 (RD2), including fielding its own missions to verify the
progress and the validity of the data and information, where necessary; and (ii) compile
semi-annual monitoring reports for submission to ADB and posting on the ADB website.
Since the subproject is not deemed to have significant impacts and is categorized B for
involuntary resettlement, external monitoring is not required.
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I. PROJECT AND SUBPROJECT DESCRIPTIONS
1.1.

Project Description

1.
The Second GMS Tourism Infrastructure for Inclusive Growth Project (the Project)
will improve urban-rural transport infrastructure and urban environmental services,
strengthen capacity to implement regional tourism standards, and strengthen tourism
destination management in Cambodia. It will help transform secondary towns in the GMS
Economic Corridors into green, inclusive and competitive international tourism nodes to
boost trade in services and deepen market linkages between members of the GMS and
ASEAN. The Project will build on the ongoing GMS Tourism Infrastructure for Inclusive
Growth Project, implemented in Cambodia, the Lao PDR, and Viet Nam (2014–2019).
2.
The expected objective of the Project is sustainable, inclusive, and more balanced
tourism development, as envisaged in the ASEAN Tourism Strategic Plan 2016–2025. The
outcome of the Project is to increase the tourism competitiveness of secondary towns in
Cambodia and the Lao PDR. The outputs of the Project include: (i) urban-rural access
infrastructure and urban environmental services improved, (ii) capacity to implement
ASEAN tourism standards strengthened, and (iii) institutional arrangements for tourism
destination management and infrastructure operations and maintenance is strengthened.
1.2.

Proposed Kep Coastal Road Subproject

3.
The Kep town is a popular tourist destination frequented by foreign tourists as well
as by Cambodian tourists. Angkol village of Angkol commune is located along the coast at
some 10 km East of Kep and the village is developed along a nice beach with clean waters.
The travelling distance between Kep and Angkol along the existing roads is presently about
23 km long, along NR 33 and provincial road PR 1332.
4.
The lands along the coast are mainly agricultural marginal terrains or salt production
lagoons, mangrove forests are also stretched along some 4 km of coast. Fishermen
communities exist along the coast and provide the fish and crabs for the popular Crab
market of Kep.
5.
The subproject will (i) ensure mobility to more than 6,000 residents of the area; (ii)
ensure an easier, safer and faster access to the Angkol Beach which will increase the
suitable locations for bathing and swimming in Kep town; (iii) promote the tourism
development of Angkol village and its surroundings; and (iv) increase the value of lands in
the entire coastal area.
6.
According to the preliminary design of the subproject, the proposed road is divided
into four (4) sections as illustrated in the Figure 1. The details of each road section are as
follows.
• The initial section with a length of 1.20km originates at the Kep Pier and runs
across a semi-urban portion of Kep town, on the alignment of an existing unpaved road. Due to the existing private property limits, this section may only
accept a carriageway 8.00m wide (maximum) flanked by a paved sidewalk 3.50m
wide with cycling track on the seaside, and a 1.00m sidewalk on the inland side
of the road.
• Main Section. The existing base of the embankment base, about 20m wide, and
was already built by Kep Provincial Government over a length of 8.455km starting
from Km 1+200 to Km 9+655. This section runs along the coast passing near
small communities of fishermen and along private lands and salt production
ponds. Mangrove forest is present along some 3km of the shoreline from Km
1+500 up to Km 4+500. Several box culverts have been partly built at numerous
streams and canals connecting the existing unpaved track. The embankment will
be raised by about 1.0m to ensure safe drainage in all weather conditions. The
proposed cross section will have two lanes of 3.50 m wide, one shoulder of 1.5m
Project and Subproject Descriptions
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wide on the inland side, and a sidewalk of 3.50m wide with cycle track of 2.00m
on the seaside. Considering the embankment slope, the road construction will
fully utilize the 20m width of the present low embankment.
• Connection from Coastal Road to PR 1332. This section has a total length of
2.00km from Km 9+655 of the Coastal Road starting from the coast in an
eastward direction to the Pagoda Junction on the PR 1332 at Km11+660. This
connection branch will run along the rural road currently under construction with
a width of about 5.00m. The rural road will be widened to have the same cross
section as the main section. i.e. a paved width of 10m, with a carriageway width
of 7.0m (3.5m wide of each lane) and two shoulders of 1.50m wide. The design
road level will be about 0.80m above the existing ground level.
• Access Road to the Beach and Angkol Village. The branch 0.74km long
section envisages the creation of a new road running along the beach up to the
center of Angkol Village. Kep Officials requested that the alignment along the
beach is kept within the strip of Government land extending 50m from the
shoreline. This will require the displacement of several wooden gazebos that are
rented to the beach users. In addition, very few modest houses will probably have
to be relocated. The traffic in this section is expected to be modest, generally
made up of light vehicles for residents or tourists. The section, after the
establishment of the planned development on the inland side, will become semiurban characterized by 30-40 km/h design speed. The paved portion of the cross
section will be 8.00m wide, with two lanes of 3.0m wide flanked by two shoulders
of 1.00m. Due to the tourism relevance of the section along Angkol beach, the
two sidewalks and the cycle lane shall continue with the same pattern of the main
section. Three tourist facilities units, with showers and toilets will be set up along
this section.

Source: Basic Design Report, March 2020

Figure 1: General Layout of Proposed Road
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7.

The alignment of the proposed Kep Coastal Road is illustrated in Figure 2.

Source: The PMCES Consultant, 2020

Figure 2: Proposed Alignment of Proposed Road
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II. SCOPE OF LAND ACQUISITION AND RESETTLEMENT
2.1.

Measures Taken to Minimize Negative Impacts

8.
To minimize the adverse impacts of the subproject on LAR - the mitigation measures
were considered by the Project Management and Civil Engineering Support (PMCES)
Consultants, local authorities, and communities as follows.
•

The preliminary design of the proposed road has been discussed with local
authorities and communities. The main section of the proposed road starting from
km 1+200 to Km 9+450 will require no land acquisition since the proposed
interventions shall be implemented within the base embankment already built by
Kep Provincial Government.

•

For initial section PK 1+200, the road has been designed for one-way traffic to
minimize the resettlement impacts on the fishing community.

•

For the connection between Km 9+655 and the Pagoda Junction on PR 1332 with
a total length of 1,400m, there is an initial portion of approximately 300m where the
rural road is yet to be built followed by approximately 1,200m of the road section to
be constructed by the subproject shall run on the existing 5-6m wide rural road which
will be widened to 12m resulting in land acquisition.

•

The width of the road section starting from Km 9+900 was adjusted by excluding the
bicycle track compared to the main section. The alignment was also changed by
placing the road on an existing laterite road which crosses the Angkol Village. As a
result, LAR impacts on households and local communities have been minimized.

2.2.

Summary of Land Acquisition and Involuntary Resettlements (LAR) Impacts

9.
Based on the preliminary design of the subproject the IOL was conducted by the
PMCES Consultants in July 2020. The IOL was carried out with the participation of AHs,
community chiefs and representatives of local authorities of Kep commune and Angkol
commune so that the AHs were made aware of the scope of land acquisition impacts
caused by the subproject.
10.
Table 1 summarizes the LAR impacts caused by proposed the Kep Coastal Road
subproject based on the IOL results. A total of 104 displaced households (AHs) or 408
displaced persons (DPs) will be affected by the subproject including 16 AHs/73 DPs in Kep
commune of Kep town and 88 AHs/335 DPs in Angkol commune of Damnak Chang'oeur
district. A total area of 15,618m2 of privately-owned land by 86 AHs/319 DPs will be
permanently acquired by the subproject. Four (4) AHs/24 DPs including three (3) house
owners and one (1) house-cum-shop owner will have to move their structure back to the
remaining residential land of the household. Two (2) other AHs/8 DPs will lose 10% or more
of total agricultural land, which had not been cultivated for past three (3) years due to lack
of fresh water for irrigation. However, their main income source is from doing business and
trading which will not be affected by the subproject. Therefore, there are no major impacts
on the livelihood/income of these 2 AHs. Impacts of main structures includes 10 houses of
222m2 of 10 AHs/59 DPs, house-cum-shops of 128m2 of 4 AHs/19 DPs and shops only of
107m2 of 5 AHs/ 21 DPs. A total of 26 AHs/112 DPs will be impact on secondary structures
that includes walls, wire fences, toilets, bathrooms, kitchens, extended eaves and sheds.
There is no impact on any crop, but 102 trees of 21 AHs/98 DPs will be cut down. There
will be temporary impacts to business disruptions from 30 days to 60 days. The number of
AH/APs, measurement of losses and the severity of impacts to businesses with be further
determined during the DMS stage and reflected in the DRP. A total of 9 AHs/49 DPs have
been identified as likely vulnerable, but their status will be further determined at DMS and
confirmed in the DRP.
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Table 1: Summary of Land Acquisition and Resettlement Impacts
#

Impacts

A

Total No. of AHs
- Kep commune
- Angkol commune
Total No. of likely VAHs
Impacts on private land
- Residential land
Partial impact
Full impact
- Agricultural land
Losing less than 10% of total agricultural land
Losing 10% or more of total agricultural land
Impacts on structures
Houses
House-cum-shops
Shops
Secondary structures (walls, wire fences, toilets,
bathrooms, kitchens, extended eaves, sheds)
Impacts on trees
Impacts on likely vulnerable households
Temporary impact on business
- Partially affected (15 days of business disruptions)
- Fully affected (30 days of business disruptions)
Impacts on Public Assets

B
C

D

E
F
G

H

Unit

Gate

m2

Quantity

No. of
AHs

No. of
DPs

104
16
88
9
86
84
84
0
4
2
2
45
10
4
5

408
73
335
49
319
313
313
0
14
6
8
211
59
19
21

26

112

21
9
9
5
4

98
49
40
25
15

15,618
15,051

567

m2
m2
m2

222
128
107

Tree

102

m2

32

One
pagoda

Source: IOL Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

11.
These 104 AHs/408 DPs include (i) 45 AHs/127 DPs whose land only will be
acquired by the subproject; (ii) 41 AHs/192 DPs whose land with structures and/or trees will
be affected; and (iii) 18 AHs/89 DPs whose structures and/or trees other than land will be
affected; and (iv) the 9 AHs/49 DPs classified as potentially vulnerable. Table 2 summarizes
the number of AHs and DPs by commune with type of lost assets.
Table 2: Number of Displaced Households and Displaced Persons by Commune

Commune

Kep
Angkol
Total

AHs with loss of
land only

AHs with loss of
both land and
house/ secondary
structures/trees

No. of
AHs
4
41
45

No. of
AHs
9
32
41

No. of
DPs
16
111
127

No. of
DPs
33
159
192

AH with loss of
house or
structures or
crops/trees other
than land2
No. of
No. of
AHs
DPs
3
24
15
65
18
89

Total

No. of
AHs
16
88
104

No. of
DPs
73
335
408

Source: IOL Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

2.2.1. Impacts on Land
12.
A total of 86 AHs/319 DPs will have private land permanently acquired by the
subproject. These AHs include 82 AHs/305 DPs whose only residential land will be affected
by the subproject, two (2) AHs/6 DPs whose only agricultural land will be affected by the
subproject, and two (2) AHs/8 DPs whose both residential land and agricultural land will be
acquired by the by the subproject (Table 3).

2

The AHs are planting some trees on the land within the ROW, the land that they do not own.
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Table 3: Number of Households with Impacts on Land by Commune

Communes

Kep
Angkol
Total

Households
whose only
residential land
will be acquired

Households
whose only
agricultural land
will be acquired

No. of
AHs
13
69
82

No. of
AHs

No. of
DPs

2
2

6
6

No. of
DPs
49
256
305

Households whose
both residential
land and
agricultural land
will be acquired
No. of
No. of
AHs
DPs
2
2

8
8

Total

No. of
AHs
13
73
86

No. of
DPs
49
270
319

Source: IOL Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

13.
A total land area to be permanently acquired for the subproject is 15,618m2 owned
by 86 AHs/319 DPs. The affected private land includes 15,051m2 of residential land owned
by 84 AHs/313 DPs and 567m2 of agricultural land owned by 4 AHs/14 DPs. Table 4
summarizes the impacts on land by type of land and by commune.
Table 4: Impacts on Land
Residential Land
Agricultural Land
Total
Total
Affected
No.
No. Total Affected
No.
No. Affected
No.
Area
Area
of
of
Area
Area
of
of
Area
of
(m2)
(m2)
AHs DPs (m2)
(m2)
AHs DPs
(m2)
AHs
Kep
58,052
2,445
13
49
2,445
13
Angkol
272,364
12,606
71
264 14,430
567
4
14
13,173
73
Total
330,416
15,051
84
313 14,430
567
4
14
15,618
86
Source: IOL Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020
Commune

No.
of
DPs
49
270
319

14.
All the 84 AHs/313 DPs are with partial impacts on their residential land and the
remaining portions of the affected land parcels are still viable for use. During the IOL,
ownership of the affected residential land plots was identified and is summarized in
2.

Name
of
displaced household
heads
Kong Heng
Neak Khim
Kul Sinat
Has Soben
Chhiv Li
Total

Total area of
residential land (m2)

Affected area of
residential land (m2)

100
175
420
2,850
220
3,765

13
13
13
1,380
11
1,430

Percentage of loss
(%)
13.00
7.43
3.10
48.40
5.00
76.94

Source: IOL Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

15.
Table 6. Sixty-one (61) AHs/199 DPs have land use right certificate or other legal
title documents for 9,780m2 of affected residential land and 18 AHs/89 DPs are those with
affected residential land of 3,841m2 covered under traditional/customary rights. These 79
AHs/288 DPs are legal landowners and eligible for compensation and resettlement
assistance under the subproject. The other five (5) AHs/25 DPs are identified as potentially
landless as they have no legal right or title for use of the affected residential land with an
area of 1,430m2.3 According to the IOL results, the total land areas they are using range
from 100m2 to 2,850m2 per household. On average, each household is using 753m2 of land.

3

The 5 AHs/25 DPs cannot be confirmed as landless only from their interviews. More information on
their residence certificate from Commune Office and land ownership from Commune Cadastral
Office whether they owned land elsewhere will be obtained during the DMS to determine their
status, and details will be reflected in the DRP.
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The percentages of land to be acquired for the subproject of the households are
summarized in Table 5. During the IOL, all the five (5) AHs/25 DPs confirmed that their
remaining portions of their affected land plots are viable for use. All the AHs have primary
source of income and three (3) AHs also have secondary sources of income. Their monthly
average earnings range from $200-$1,500 and none of them are classified as poor at the
stage of the BRP preparation but their including any additional vulnerable AHs status will
be further determined at DMS and reflected in the DRP. The 5 AHs/25 DPs and any
additional identified at DMS stage will be compensated for the non-land assets other than
compensation for land. The impact and the viability of the remaining land will be finalized
during the DMS. According to the SES results, none of the five (5) AHs/25 DPs are neither
living below the national poverty line ($33/person/month). For the preparation of this BRP
consultants used an absolute poverty line definition as per the new poverty line introduced
by the Ministry of Planning (MOP) in 2013. The revisions to the poverty lines included (a)
food poverty line based on 2,200 calories per person per day (up from 2,100); and (b) a
non-food component that is estimated separately for Phnom Penh, other urban, and rural
areas. Cambodia Socioeconomic Survey (CSES) 2014 identified those who earned less
than $33 per person per month considered living under poverty line for other urban area.
However, the status of the AHs will be determined as per the new poverty threshold to be
obtained from MOP at the DMS stage and will be reflected in the DRP. At the stage of the
preparation of the BRP, GDR and consultants did not have up to date poverty threshold as
per latest CSES. However, GDR has sent a formal request to the MOP and its National
Institute of Statistics (NIS) to get the latest poverty threshold based on the latest CSES, and
the same poverty rate will be applied during the DMS to re-confirm status of AHs below the
poverty line. The officially confirmed poverty line by the MOP/NIS will be included in the
DRP as an attachment.
Table 5: Scope of Impact on Land of Squatters/potentially landless
Name of displaced
household heads
Kong Heng
Neak Khim
Kul Sinat
Has Soben
Chhiv Li
Total

Total area of
residential land (m2)
100
175
420
2,850
220
3,765

Affected area of
residential land (m2)
13
13
13
1,380
11
1,430

Percentage of loss
(%)
13.00
7.43
3.10
48.40
5.00
76.94

Source: IOL Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

Table 6: Legality of Affected Residential land
Households Having
Land Use Right
Certificate or Other
Legal Title Documents
Affected area (m2)
9,780
No. of AHs
61
No. of DPs
199
Source: IOL Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

Households
Covered by
Traditional/
Customary Rights
3,841
18
89

Households
Having No Legal
Right or Title for
Land Use4
1,430
5
25

Total
15,051
84
313

16.
Regarding the resettlement impacts on agricultural land, all 4 AHs whose
agricultural land will be permanently acquired by the subproject are legal landowners.
However, they are not cultivating the affected land. During the SES and consultation results,
the AHs confirmed that the affected agricultural land areas have been abandoned for a
while (three years) due to the shortage of fresh water for irrigation in the area. The IOL
results indicated 2 AHs/8 DPs will lose 10% or more of their total agricultural land to be
acquired for the subproject. Of the two (2) AHs, one AH/6 DPs will lose between 10%-30%
4

See footnote 3.

Scope of Land Acquisition and Resettlement

20

of their total agricultural land and one AH/2 DPs will lose between 30%-70%. The SES result
showed that trade and business are their main income source of earnings. Therefore, the 2
AHs do not permanently lose their main source of livelihood and will not be eligible to
participate in the income restoration program (IRP). The other 2 AHs/6 DPs will lose less
than 10% of total agricultural land which have been abandoned for a while.
2.2.2

Impacts on Structures
(i) Main Structures

17.
A total of 14 AHs/78 DPs will have main structures consisting of 10 houses and 4
house-cum-shops affected by the construction of the subproject Table 8). The affected main
structures include 222m2 of 10 houses owned by 10 AHs/59 DPs and 128m2 of 4 housecum-shops owned by 4 AHs/19 DPs. The area of affected main structures is calculated
considering all the floors of the affected structures. Table 7 summarizes the information on
the construction materials of the affected main structures. The affected main structures are
made of simple construction materials with (i) zinc roof, (ii) wall made from zinc, brick or
fibro cement, (iii) wooden column or concrete column, and (iv) the floor made from wood,
tile, concrete slab or soil. The categorization of materials was the basis for the rapid
replacement cost study (RRCS) for all the affected main structures conducted by the
PMCES consultant in July 2020.
Table 7: Construction Materials of Affected Main Structures
Category
1A
1B
1C
1D
1E
1F
1G
1H
1I

Type of Construction Materials for Affected Main Structures
Roof
Wall
Column
Floor
Zinc
Zinc
Small wooden post Wood
Zinc
Fibro Cement
Wooden column
Wood
Zinc
Brick (with mortar)
Concrete column
Concrete slab
Zinc
Brick (no mortar)
Concrete column
Tile
Zinc
Zinc
Small wooden post Concrete slab
Zinc
Zinc
Small wooden post Tile
Zinc
Brick (with mortar)
Steel
Concrete slab
Zinc
Brick (with mortar)
Wooden column
Concrete slab
Zinc
Zinc
Wooden column
Soil
Total

Affected
Area (m2)
13
11
57
52
62
30
18
53
54
350

Source: IOL Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

18.
As per the data in, among 14 AHs/78 DPs with loss of houses or house-cum-shop,
only 3 AHs/16 DPs will have their main houses partially affected or less than 10% and the
remaining area and the portion of the structure is sufficient for continued living and they will
be compensated for the affected structure, transitional allowance of 3 months5, and
transport allowance as per the entitlement matrix (EM). The remaining 11 AHs/62 DPs have
their main houses and house-cum-shops affected more than 10%. Out of the 11 AHs/62
DPs, (i) 6 AHs/27 DPs have their structures (2 houses and 4 house-cum-shops) partially
affected (more than 10% but less than 25%) and the remaining area and the portion of the
structure is sufficient for continued living and doing business – only repair works are
required and all 6 AHs/27 DPs will be compensated for affected structures, transitional
allowance for 3 months and transport allowances and the owners of house-cum-shops will
further receive loss of projected net income for 1 month as per the EM; (ii) 3 AHs/25 DPs
have their main structures (houses) affected more than 25% but less than 40% but the
remaining area and the portion of the structure is not sufficient for continued living as they

5

Lump sum amount equivalent to 3 months income based on the official monthly poverty rate
established by RGC calculated as Monthly Poverty Rate x Number of Members in the DH x 3.
For the purpose of this BRP, a 33$/month poverty line is applied. If the new poverty rates are
available, they will be applied during contract offer stage.
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will need to extend their houses at the back on the same plot of land and compensated for
affected structure including transitional allowance for 3 months and transport allowance as
per the EM; (iii) 2 AHs/10 DPs will have their main structures (houses) affected more 55%
but the remaining area is neither sufficient nor viable for continued living and the AHs will
be compensated for the entire structure, transitional allowance for 3 months and transport
allowances as per the EM. The RCS will determine the rates for affected structures and the
net projected income loss. The structural soundness or the viability of the unaffected
structures and their severity of the impacts, including the respective entitlements will be
determined during the DMS stage and reflected in the DRP.
19.
In addition, 5 stand-alone shops (owned by 5 shop owners/21 DPs) with a total area
of 107m2 will be also affected, of which 4 shops will be fully dismantled and will be
reconstructed within 60 days while the remaining one shop will be partially affected and
require minor repairs within 30 days.6 The 4 AHs/15 DPs whose shops will be reconstructed,
they will be compensated for the entire shops, 3 months of transitional allowance and
transport allowance as per the EM. The remaining one shop which will be partially affected,
one AH/6 DPs will be compensated for the affected structures, 3 months of transitional
allowance and transport allowance as per the EM. The viability of the remaining structures
of the partially affected shop will be determined during the DMS stage and reflected in the
DRP.

6

SOP Page 36, APs who lose their business.
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Table 8: Summary of Impact on Main Structures by Household

No

Commune

Name of
AHhs

Affected
Unaffected
Total
No.
Type of
Area of
Area of
Residential
of
Affected
Residential Residential
Land Area
DPs Structure
Land
Land
(m2)
(m2)
(m2)
4
House
220.00
11.00
209.00
6
House
175.00
13.00
162.00
6
House
158.00
11.00
147.00
3
House
425.00
29.37
395.63
3
House1,120.00
116.00
1,004.00
cum-shop
3
House
260.00
20.00
240.00

1
2
3
4
5

Kep
Kep
Kep
Angkol
Angkol

Chhiv Li
Neak Khim
Tuy Thy
Nob ri
Ork No

6

Angkol

Lang Daven

7

Angkol

Mean
Sopheak

6

House

378.00

30.00

8

Angkol

Bun Tha

2

179.00

9

Angkol

Nhor Mao

5

Housecum-shop
House

10

Angkol

Sou Mao

7

11

Angkol

Meas yon

12

Angkol

13

Angkol

14

Angkol

Total Area
of
Structures
(m2)
220.00
175.00
158.00
198.00
67.00

Total
Affected
Area of
Structures
(m2)
11.00
13.00
11.00
23.00
15.00

Unaffected
Area of
Structures
(m2)

% of
Affected
Area

Availability of Remaining
Structures and Area for
Continued Living (Yes/No)

209.00
162.00
147.00
175.00
52.00

5.00
7.43
6.96
11.62
22.39

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes. There is sufficient space for
continued business
No. Need to extend the house at
the back on the same plot of land
No. Reconstruct the entire house
on the remaining available land at
the back of the house.
Yes. There is sufficient shop area
for continued business.
Yes. There is sufficient residential
area for continued living.
No. Need to extend the house at
the back on the same plot of land
No. Need to extend the house at
the back on the same plot of land
No. Reconstruct the entire house
on the remaining available land at
the back of the house.
Yes. There is sufficient shop area
for continued business.
Yes. There is sufficient shop area
for continued business

70.00

20.00

50.00

28.57

348.00

54.00

30.00

24.00

55.56

18.00

161.00

165.00

18.00

147.00

10.91

373.00

42.00

331.00

373.00

42.00

331.00

11.26

House

2,202.00

215.00

1,987.00

50.00

19.00

31.00

38.00

15

House

112.00

35.00

77.00

112.00

35.00

77.00

31.25

Sou Veong

4

House

2,125.00

110.00

2,015.00

40.00

18.00

22.00

64.29

Chhay
Ponlerk
Meas Rin

7

Housecum-shop
Housecum-shop

697.00

64.00

633.00

253.00

42.00

211.00

16.60

420.00

53.00

367.00

420.00

53.00

367.00

12.62

7

Source: IOL Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020
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20.
Figure 3 below shows the photograph of one of affected house-cum-shops identified
during the IOL and Table 9 provides the scope of impacts on main structures by commune.

Figure 3: One of Partially Affected House-cum-shop
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Table 9: Impacts on Main Structures
Commune
AHs with
full loss
of their
house

Kep

Angkol

Total

No. of affected
houses
Affected area
(m2)

HOUSES
AHs with AHs with
partial partial loss
loss
but the
(repair
remaining
works are area is not
required sufficient for
only) but continued
the
use. AHs
remaining have to
portion is extend their
sufficient
existing
for
main
continued structures at
living back on the
remaining
residential
land

AHs with
partial
loss on
their
house but
the
remaining
structure
neither is
sufficient
nor viable
for
continued
living

AHs with
full
impacts
on their
housecumshops

Total

HOUSE-CUM-SHOPS
AHs with
AHs with
partial
partial
loss
loss on
(repair
their
works are house but
the
required
only) but
remaining
the
structure
remaining
neither is
portion is
sufficient
sufficient
nor viable
for
for
continued continued
living and
living
doing
business

AHs with
full loss
of their
standalone
shops

Total

STAND-ALONE SHOPS
AHs with
AHs with
partial
partial
loss of
loss on
standtheir
alonehouse but
shops but
the
the
remaining
remaining
structure
portion is
is not
sufficient
sufficient
for doing
for doing
business
business
(repair
works are
required
only)

Total

3

3

2

2

4

35

35

37

63

100

No. of AHs

3

3

2

2

4

No. of DPs

16

16

9

6

15

No. of affected
houses
Affected area
(m2)

2

3

2

7

4

4

1

1

65

74

48

187

128

128

7

7

No. of AHs

2

3

2

7

4

4

1

1

No. of DPs

8

25

10

43

19

19

6

6

5

3

2

10

4

4

2

1

2

5

100

74

48

222

128

128

37

7

63

107

5
24

3
25

2
10

10
59

4
19

4
19

2
9

1
6

2
6

5
21

No. of affected
houses
Affected area
(m2)
No. of AHs
No. of DPs

Source: IOL Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020
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(ii) Secondary Structures
21.
The IOL results showed that the construction of the proposed coastal road also
affects secondary structures owned by 26 AHs/112 DPs. Table 10 summarizes the impacts
on the secondary structures including 12m2 of outdoor toilet/shower/bathrooms; 74m2 of
sheds; 6m2 of walls; 461m of wire fences with concrete posts; 57m of fences with wooden
posts, 441m2 of extended eaves; 40m2 of kitchens. The AH with loss of the outdoor
toilet/shower/bathrooms will also have main structure affected. During the IOL, the AHs
confirmed that there would be enough land to rebuild both his affected main structures and
secondary structures on the residual land after land acquisition by the subproject. However,
during DMS, the AHs losing main structures who will also lose outdoor toilet/bathroom and
kitchen facilities will be encouraged to build them inside the main house to connect them to
available sanitation and wastewater systems. The impacts will be further determined at
DMS stage and the actual conditions assessed and measured to reflect them in the DRP.
The photographs showing one of affected extended eaves and one of affected fences are
in Figure 4 and 5, respectively.

Figure 4: Affected Extended Eave

Figure 5: Affected Fence

Scope of Land Acquisition and Resettlement
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Table 10: Impacts on Secondary Structures
AHs Having Secondary
Structures Affected
(Excluding Duplicates)

Types of Affected Secondary Structures
Commune

Outdoor
toilet/shower/
bathroom
(m2)

Shed
(m2)

Wall or fence
(concrete)
(m2)

Wire fence
(concrete post)
(m)

Wire fence
(wooden post)
(m)

-

-

-

298

-

Angkol

12

74

6

163

Total

12

74

6

461

Kep

Extended
Eaves
(m2)

Kitchen
(m2)

Pagoda
Gate
(m2)

13

-

-

6

17

57

428

40

1

20

95

57

441

40

32

26

112

No. of
AHs

No. of DPs

Source: IOL Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020
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2.2.3. Impacts on Trees
22.
The construction of the proposed Kep Coastal Road will affect 102 trees of 21
AHs/98 DPs. The affected trees include 61 coconut trees, 15 banana trees, 11 palm trees,
7 mango trees and 8 other trees such as custard apple tree, guava tree, tamarin tree, and
sdao. The results of interviews with the AHs indicated that the affected trees were planted
for home consumption only, not for sale of fruits. As mentioned in para. 15, during the IOL,
the IOL team found out that the affected agricultural land of AHs has been no longer
cultivated for a long time. As a result, no impact on crops and trees was recorded. Table 11
summarizes the impacts on trees of the AHs by commune and Table 12 shows the quantity
of affected trees by type of tree.
Table 11: Impacts on Trees
Communes
Kep
Angkol
Total

Households with Trees
Affected
No. of AHs
No. of DPs
3
6
18
92
21
98

No. of Affected Trees (tree)
Timber trees

Fruit trees

1
1

Total

7
94
101

7
95
102

Source: IOL Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

Table 12: Number of Affected Trees by Type of Tree
Type of Trees
Coconut
Mango
Palm
Custard apple
Guava
Lemon
Tamarin
Sdao
Banana
Total

Age and Number of Trees
under 3 years
3 years – 5 years
Over 5 years
8
4
49
2
2
3
4
1
6
4
0
0
0
0
1
1
0
0
0
0
1
0
0
1
15
0
0
34
7
61

Total
61
7
11
4
1
1
1
1
15
102

Source: IOL Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

2.2.4. Impacts on Public Assets
23.
In addition to the above impacts, the construction of the road cause impact on one
pagoda gate owned by Kirisakor Pagoda with an area of 32m2 (Figure 6).
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Figure 6: Affected Pagoda Gate
2.2.5. Impacts on Business
24.
The IOL results indicated that there are 10 AHs/46 DPs whose business will be
affected from the land acquisition by the subproject. The affected shops are grocery shops,
restaurants, and tea and coffee shops. All the 10 AHs/46 DPs are operating business
without business registration. They confirmed that there will be no employee/hired labor
losing their job temporarily or permanently because of the business disruption.
25.
Among these 10 AHs/46 DPs, there are 4 AHs/15 DPs who will experience full
impacts on their stand-alone shop and 1 DH/6 DP will have partial impact. Out of the 4 AHs,
one DH/3 DPs will move their shop to the available land at the back of the affected shop, 2
AHs/7 DPs will continue their business from their main houses, one DH/5 DPs will rebuild
their shop on their remaining land. The interviews with the AHs revealed that they
considered their impacts as temporary since their business would be disrupted for a while
and then they could continue doing business after land acquisition. It would take about two
months to construct and get their business to operate normally and restore the income to
the pre-subproject level. They will experience a complete shutdown of their businesses for
two months incurring net income loss for two months and the loss of livelihood during the
transition period to a lump sum amount equivalent to 3 months income based on the official
poverty rate established by RGC calculated as Monthly Poverty Rate x Number of
Members in AH x 3 (see footnote 5). The average daily net-income from the affected
business was estimated by the AHs at about $10.60. The remaining stand-alone shop of 1
DH/6DPs will be partly affected and will be repaired and compensated for projected loss of
net income for one month and the loss of livelihood during the transition period to a lump
sum amount equivalent to 3 months income based on the official poverty rate established
by RGC calculated as Monthly Poverty Rate x Number of Members in AH x 3 (see
footnote 5). The RCS will determine the net income loss during the DMS, and the budget
will be revised and reflected in the DRP.
26.
The remaining 5 AHs/25 DPs will have their shops or house-cum-shops partially
affected. They will only need to repair their shops or house-cum-shops to continue with their
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businesses. The AHs estimated that it would take them about 30 days to repair the affected
structures of their shops and the AHs would not have to relocate temporarily while the repair
works are on-going. Their business and income would be disrupted for about 30 days while
the repair works are being carried out. The average daily net income estimated by the AHs
from the affected shops was $49.13 but the RCS will determine the net daily income during
the DMS, and the budget will be revised and reflected in the DRP. Therefore, the impacts
on business of the 4 AHs are considered as minor impacts. This will be re-confirmed with
the engineering team during the detailed engineering design to ensure appropriate method
statement is prepared so that extended disruption of businesses beyond 2 months for fully
affected shops and one month for partially affected shops is avoided.
2.2.6. Impacts on Vulnerable Households
27.
The IOL analysis identified that 9 AHs/49 DPs potentially fall in the vulnerability
criteria of landless and elderly. Out of these, 5 AHs/34 DPs (2 male AH heads and 3 female
AH heads) are illegally occupying the state land within the right-of-way 50m from the beach
front. Given that only the AHs were interviewed during the IOL stage and their residence
certificates and status of land were not verified from the Commune Office and Commune
Cadastral Office, their status of landless will be determined during DMS. Out of these 5
AHs/34 DPs, 2 AHs/9 DPs are fishermen, one AH/15 DPs is a freelance worker, one AH/7
DPs is a government employee, and the remaining AH/3 DPs is a market vendor. There
are 4 AHs/15 DPs who are elderly. Out of these, 3 AHs/11 DPs are farmers, and one AH/4
DPs is a fisherman. There is also one female-headed AH/15 DPs as dependents. However,
the AH is well-off with average monthly household income of $1,500. All DPs are Khmer
people – therefore, no Indigenous Peoples or Ethnic Minority groups are affected by land
acquisition. None of the AHs are headed by the disabled without any other means of
support. The 9 AHs/49 DPs will be provided with special assistance as per EM.
28.
The status of the potentially vulnerable AHs will be further determined during the
DMS stage and reflected in the DRP along with their entitlements to special assistance. The
Government is implementing Cash for Work Program for Rural Development and Livelihood
Enhancement Project in 18 out of 25 provinces in Cambodia with the objective is to help
reduce poverty, improve livelihood and welfare of rural people and poor farmers by
providing short-term job opportunities through cash for work program, which will not only
support short-term livelihood, but also enable to increase capital for investment in
agriculture or other related businesses, and improving agriculture and rural infrastructure.
The project started with support for 12 provinces with a $50 million budget allocation and
has been extended to 18 provinces with budget allocation increased to $100 million. The
program does not include Kep Province. However, any other similar ongoing programs will
be further explored at DMS stage and confirmed, if any, in the DRP.
2.2.7. Special Assistance to Vulnerable AHs
29.
To assist the vulnerable AHs to improve their standard of living, additional financial
assistance will be provided in comparison with other AHs. The lump sum grant under the
livelihood restoration/support programs will be doubled from $200 to $400 for land and
business-based programs and from 3 months income to 6 months income for employmentbased program. They will also be provided with priority for employment opportunity under
the subproject (refer to item 5.3 in the EM). A further special assistance will be provided to
all vulnerable AHs as cash lump sum amount equivalent to 3 months income based on the
official poverty rate established by RGC calculated as 33$ x Number of Members in AH x
3, (refer to items to 5.4 in the EM and footnote 5) in addition to compensation and other
entitlements due to them.
2.2.8. Impact During Construction
30.
Any area which is to be permanently acquired for the purpose of civil works and their
unhindered operation and maintenance in future and is agreed and demarcated by the EA
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will be acquired and fully compensated. Any impact on temporary or permanent structures,
businesses, pavements driveways etc. during construction that contractor causes is the
responsibility of the contractor. If cash payment is needed, because the contractor causes
the impact that is beyond what was already compensated within the COI, then it should be
at full replacement cost, and as per the EM. The bid documents for the civil works will
include the safeguard requirements to ensure that contractor appropriately implements the
agreed measures.
31.
PMU, contractor and households with affected assets or structures will prepare a
simple Temporary Impact Agreement prior to start of construction. This contract will include
drawing of the extent of temporary impact including measurements as well as pictures of
the assets or structures prior to start of construction. Effective construction supervision and
monitoring at all stages of subproject implementation will ensure minimal temporary impact.
32.
For any temporary site installation or other area, the contractor will have to propose
in a site installation and access plan and obtain approval from the PMU. Where possible,
unoccupied, and unused public land will be used for temporary land use or storage. The
contractor shall rent the private space with agreed rental fee. Both private and public space
shall be returned in the same or improved condition compared with pre-project situation.
Through a transparent and contractual approach, the PMU will provide the contractor with
the project’s land acquisition and compensation principles to ensure that (i) official
compensation rates are applied, (ii) re-instatement of affected assets contractually defined,
(iii) consultation takes place, (iv) the grievance mechanism is followed, (v) the
Environmental Management Plan is applied, and (vi) other items specified are complied
with, in compliance with the ADB’s SPS and RGC’s SOP.
2.2.9. Unanticipated Impacts
33.
If any unanticipated impacts are found during the construction of the Kep Coastal
Road, the GDR will conduct a social impact assessment on new impacts and update the
DRP or formulate a new DRP covering all applicable requirements specified in the DRP.
Unanticipated impacts will be documented and mitigated based on the principles provided
in the approved DRP. Any new DPs that will be identified (i.e., those who will be included
among the adversely affected because of changes in subproject design or alignment prior
to or even during construction works) are entitled to the same entitlements as those of the
other DPs. The new DPs will not include any occupant entering the original COI or
construction area after the cut-off date.
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III. SOCIO-ECONOMIC INFORMATION AND PROFILE
34.
In July 2020, the PMCES Consultants conducted a socio-economic survey (SES) of
the sample AHs to (i) gather baseline socio-economic information; (ii) collect information on
accessibility to basic facilities, employment status, and other relevant socio-economic
information; and (iii) analyze the respondents’ perception about the land acquisition impacts
caused by the subproject. The SES was carried out on 62 AHs/309 DPs accounting for
58.49% of total AHs. In addition, three (3) focus group discussions (FGDs) were conducted
with two groups of affected women and with a group of affected men to supplement the
information obtained through the SES. A total of 25 AHs including 14 women and 11 men
attended the FGDs. Table 13 summarizes the number of surveyed AHs by commune.
Table 13: Summary of Number of AHs Surveyed during the SES
Commune
Kep
Angkol
Total

No. of Surveyed AHs
11
51
62

No. of DPs
62
247
309

Source: SES Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

3.1.

Information of Household Heads

35.
A total of sixty-two (62) AH heads (AHHs) including 55 men and 7 women were
surveyed during the SES. Among 62 surveyed AHHs, 51 AH heads or 82.26% are married;
six (6) or 9.7% are widows; two (2) or 3.23% are still single; two (2) or 3.23% are divorced;
and the other (1) is separated (Table 14). All the DPs are Khmer of ethnicity and Buddhists.
Table 14: Marital Status of Surveyed Household Heads
Gender
Male
Female
Total

No
No
No
%

Married
47
4
51
82.26

Widowed
6
0
6
9.68

Single
1
1
2
3.23

Divorced
0
2
2
3.23

Separated
1
0
1
1.61

Total
55
7
62
100.0

Source: SES Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

36.
The majority of the surveyed AHHs or 50 AHHs (95.16%) are of working age who
are between 15-64 years, only 3 AHHs or 4.84% are the elderly and all are men. Among
the surveyed AHHs, nearly a half or 30 AHHs (48.38%) are those aged between 41-64
years and over one-third 23 AHHs (31.10%) are between 30-40 years and 6 AHHs or 9.68%
are at between 15-29 years (Table 15).
Table 15: Summary of Age Distribution of Surveyed AHHs
Children
and young
adolescents

Gender

<15 Yrs
Male
Female
Total

No
No
No
%

0
0
0
0

Working age population
Between
15-29 Yrs
6
0
6
9.68

Between
30-40 Yrs
22
1
23
37.10

Between
41-64 Yrs
24
6
30
48.38

Elderly
population
65 Yrs and
over
3
0
3
4.84

Total

55
7
62
100.00

Source: SES Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

37.
Regarding levels of educational attainment (Table 16), about one-fifth of the
surveyed or 13 AHHs (20.97%) are illiterate and nearly half or 29 AHHs (46.77%) graduated
from primary schools. The secondary education was completed by 4 AHHs or 6.45% high
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school graduates accounted for 10 AHHs or16.13%. The remaining surveyed AHHs
attended college/university (5 AHHs or 8.06%) and vocational training (1 AHH or 1.61%).
Table 16: Summary of Education Levels of AHHs
Education Level
Primary
Secondary
Gender
Illiterate
High school
education
education
No.
%
No.
%
No.
%
No.
%
Male
9
16.36
26
47.27
4
7.27
10
18.18
Female
4
57.14
3
42.86
0
0
Total
13
20.97
29
46.77
4
6.45
10
16.13
Source: SES Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

College/univer
sity
No.
%
5
9.09
0
5
8.06

Total

Vocational
Training
No.
%
1
1.82
0
0.00
1
1.61

No.
55
7
62

38.
Table 17 summarizes the information on the main occupation of the surveyed AHHs.
More than one-third of the surveyed AHHs (35.48%) are fishermen, followed by those
engaged in doing business/service (shop owners, restaurant owners, street vendors,
market sellers) with 29.03%. The proportions of those working as Government employees
and of those who are workers are almost equal at 12.90% and 11.29%, respectively. A
small percentage of the surveyed AHH (1.61%) are private employees. The SES result
recorded that the surveyed AHHs who are farmers and those who are too old to work occupy
the same proportion of total surveyed AHHs at 4.84%.
Table 17: Summary of Occupation of AHHs
Gender

Business/
Govt.
Service
Employee
Male
No.
3
15
8
Female No.
3
Total
No.
3
22
18
8
%
4.84
35.48
29.03
12.90
Source: SES Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

3.2.

Farmer

Fisher
man
22

Private
Employee
1
1
1.61

Worker
4
3
7
11.29

No job/old
age
2
1
3
4.84

Total
55
7
62
100.00

Information of Surveyed DPs
(i)

Demographics Characteristics

39.
There are 309 DPs in the 62 AHs comprising 155 males and 154 females. The male
to female ratio is 101 males per 100 females. The average household size is 4.98 persons.
Table 18 summarizes the information on gender distribution of DPs by commune.
Table 18: Gender Distribution of Surveyed Household Members
Communes
Kep
Angkol
Total

Male

No. of AHs
11
51
62

No.
24
131
155

%
38.71
53.04
50.16

No. of DPs
Female
No.
%
38
61.29
116
46.96
154
49.84

Total
No.
62
247
309

%
100
100
100

Source: SES Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

40.
Table 19 summarizes the information on the age distribution of DPs. The working
age population is defined as those who are aged from 15 to 64 years and comprises about
two-thirds (65.37%) of the total DPs. About 29.45% are children and young adolescents
and a small percentage (5.18%) of the DPs are the elderly aged 65 years and over. The
dependency ratio is calculated at 0.53 that means there are 53 dependents per every 100
working-age DP. The SES results also indicated that there are no significant differences
between the proportions of male population and female population in each age group. The
proportions of working age population are almost same or 64.52% for males and 66.23%
for females.

Socio-economic Information and Profile

33

Table 19: Summary of Age Distribution of DPs
Children and
young
adolescents

Gender

<15 Yrs
No.
%
No.
%
No.
%

Male
Female
Total

47
30.32
44
28.57
91
29.45

Elderly
population

Working age population
Between
15-29 Yrs
45
29.03
48
31.17
93
30.10

Between
30-40 Yrs
30
19.35
27
17.53
57
18.45

Between
41-64 Yrs
25
16.14
27
17.53
52
16.83

65 Yrs old
and over
8
5.16
8
5.19
16
5.18

Total

155
100.00
154
100.00
309
100.00

Source: SES Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

(ii)

Education Level of DPs

41.
The SES results also recorded different levels of education attained by the surveyed
DPs aged 15 years and over (Table 20). Over two-fifths or 88 DPs (40.37%) have completed
primary education, followed by those graduating from secondary school at 60 DPs or
27.52%. Those graduating from high school and university account for 14.68% and 5.50%,
respectively. Only one DP completed the vocational training program. According to SES
results, 25 DPs or 11.47% aged 15 and over are illiterate. There are some differences
between the education levels of males and those of female, but these are insignificant. The
illiteracy rate of the men in the surveyed AHs is 9.26% while that of the women is 13.64%.
Table 20: Summary of Education Levels of DPs Aged 15 and Over
Primary
Secondary
education
education
Nos
10
45
27
Male
%
9.26
41.67
25.00
No
15
43
33
Female
%
13.64
39.09
30.00
Nos.
25
88
60
Total
%
11.47
40.37
27.52
Source: SES Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020
Gender

Illiterate

(iii)

High
School
18
16.67
14
12.73
32
14.68

University
8
7.41
4
3.64
12
5.50

Vocational
Training

1
0.91
1
0.46

Total
108
100.00
110
100.00
218
100.00

Employment and Occupation of DPs

42.
Among the 218 of the surveyed DPs aged 15 years and over, more than three
quarters or 170 DPs (77.98%) are employed, 6 DPs or 2.75% are unemployed and the
remaining 42 DPs or 19.27% are students, housewives and elderly. The unemployment
rates of male and female population are at 0.92% and 2.29%, respectively. Men and women
are not represented equally in the labor force. The labor force participation rates of the
surveyed DPs are rather high with 89.81% for males and 71.82% for females. The SES
revealed that the main reason for the women not participating in the labor force is that they
have primary responsibility for taking care of their children and doing housework. Table
Table 21 summarizes the employment status of the surveyed DPs aged 15 years and over
disaggregated by gender.
Table 21: Summary of Employment Status of Surveyed DPs Aged 15 years and Over
Employed
Gender
No.
Male
Female
Total

96
74
170

% among DPs aged 15
and over
88.89
67.27
77.98

Unemployed
No.
1
5
6

% among DPs aged
15 and over
0.92
2.29
2.75

No.
97
79
176

Labor force
participation
% among DPs aged
15 and over
89.81
71.82
80.73

Source: SES Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020
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43.
The main occupations of the employed persons are farmers, fishermen,
businessmen, Government employees, private employees, and workers. The main
occupation data summarized in Table 22 indicates that fishermen and businessmen occupy
the highest proportions with 25.23% and 27.52%, respectively. About 7.34% and 4.59% are
Government employees and private employees while 10.09% of the DPs work as freelance
workers. A small percentage (3.21%) of the DPs are engaged in farming. The FGDs results
showed that the AHs as well as other villagers have small areas of farmland. They cultivate
rice as the main crop and the rice yield is for home consumption only and not for sale as
they lack irrigation systems, seeds and fertilizers. Regarding fishing, the seafood products
caught from the ocean tend to decrease, which is an issue the villagers are encountering.
Table 22: Summary of Main Occupations of Surveyed DPs
Business/
Services
No.
4
45
16
Male
%
3.70
41.67
14.81
No.
3
10
44
Female
%
2.73
9.09
40.00
No.
7
55
60
Total
%
3.21
25.23
27.52
Source: SES Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020
Gender

Farmer

(iv)

Fisherman

Govt.
employee
13
12.04
3
2.73
16
7.34

Private
employee
4
3.70
6
5.45
10
4.59

Freelance
Worker
14
12.96
8
7.27
22
10.09

Total
96
88.89
74
67.27
170
77.98

Income and Expenditures of AHs

44.
As summarized in Table 23, 22 AHs or 35.48% are engaged in agriculture, fishing
or forestry as their main source of household income and 21 AHs or 33.87% reported that
their main household income source is trading and business. About 12.90% of the AHs
depend on wages generated from working as daily or casual labors and 14.52% rely on
salaries from the Government. The other households (2 AHs or 3.22%) have the main
income from services/tourism/hospitability and construction. Table 24 summarizes that
45.16% of the AHs have secondary income sources such as earnings from services,
tourism, hospitality (3.23%); trade/own business (19.35%); agriculture, fishing or forestry
(9.68%); and daily wages (12.90%).
Table 23: Summary of Main Income Source of Surveyed AHs
#

Govt.

No
%

9
14.52

Services,
Tourism,
Hospitality
1
1.61

Trade/
Own
Construction
business
21
1
33.87
1.61

Agriculture,
fishing, or
forestry
22
35.48

Daily or
casual
labor/ Wage
8
12.90

Total
62
100.00

Source: SES Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

Table 24: Summary of Secondary Income Source of Surveyed AHs
Govt.
No
%

0
0

Services,
Tourism,
Hospitality
2
3.23

Trade/
Own
business
12
19.35

Construction
0
0

Agriculture,
fishing or
forestry
6
9.68

Daily or
casual labor/
Wage
8
12.90

Source: SES Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

45.
The results of the interviews with the AHs showed that the average monthly income
of the surveyed AHs is $1,081.50. The monthly income per capita of the surveyed DPs was
calculated at $217.19 which is much higher than the poverty threshold regulated by the
Government ($33 per capita per month)7. The SES results indicated that over two-thirds of
the surveyed AHs (69.40%) have monthly income of more than $600/AH, 24.2% earn

7

See Footnote 4.
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money in the range of $401-$600/month/AH and the others earn less than $250/month/AH
(Table 25). Therefore, as of the SES, and based on the available data on poverty threshold,
none of the AHs are living under national poverty line regulated by the Government.
However, as indicated in para. 14, at the stage of the preparation of the BRP, GDR and
consultants did not have up to date poverty threshold as per latest CSES. GDR has sent a
formal request to the MOP and its NIS to get the latest poverty threshold based on the latest
CSES, and the same poverty rate will be applied during the DMS to re-confirm status of
AHs below the poverty line. The officially confirmed poverty line by the MOP/NIS will be
included in the DRP as an attachment.
Table 25: Monthly Income Range of Surveyed Households

No
%

<$132
0
0

Monthly Income Ranges
$133 - $250 $251 - $400 $401 - $600
1
3
15
1.60
4.80
24.20

> $600
43
69.40

Total
62
100

Source: SES Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

46.
The monthly average expenditure of the AHs was estimated by the AHs at $777.79.
As shown in Figure 7, among the expenditure items, the highest spending category is food
with 36.63%, the AHs spend over one-fifth of their total expenditure (20.44%) on tax and
loan payments. A lower proportion of total spending (17.64%) goes on festivals, weddings,
and funerals. The household spending on health check and health treatment makes up
around 10.96% of their total expenditure. The remaining expenditure is spent on payment
of water, electricity, and fuel bills and on education rather equally at 7.09% and 7.24%,
respectively.
(v)

Gender Issues

47.
In general, no significant gender issue in the subproject area as well as in the AHs
were found during consultations with the community, the SES, and FGDs with the AHs.
There are no legal or customary/cultural obstacles for women to own land, houses, and
other property in their villages. Both men and women in the AHs participate in incomegenerating activities for their families and are involved in public activities as well as in
decision making. However, women are more likely responsible for doing household chores
than the men.
(vi)

Indigenous Peoples

48.
No Indigenous Peoples are affected by the subproject as all the DPs are Khmer
people.
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7.09%

7.24%
36.63%

10.96%
17.64%
20.44%

Food

Tax and Loan Payments

Festivals, Weddings, and Funerals

Health Check and Health Treatment

Water, Electricity, and Fuel Bills

Education

Source: SES Results, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

Figure 7: Average Monthly Household Expenditure by Category
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IV. INFORMATION DISCLOSURE, CONSULTATION AND PARTICIPATION
4.1.

Objectives of Consultation and Participation

49.
The objectives of consultation and participation of local people include: (i) ensuring
the participation of DPs and local community into the progress of design, preparation and
making decision process of the subproject; (ii) disseminating all the information, and
activities related to the DPs; (iii) collecting the concerns, opinions and suggestions of DPs;
(iv) ensuring that all the DPs are notified about the decisions related directly to their income
and living standard; and (v) ensuring the transparency of the land acquisition, compensation
and resettlement assistance payment. Subproject stakeholders include DPs, community
chiefs, local authorities of Kep Province, Damnak Chang’oeur district, Kep Town, Kep
commune and Angkol commune; and implementing agencies including MOT, MPWT, PMU,
Project Implementation Unit (PIU), GDR and Department of Tourism (DOT).
4.2.
Public consultation and Information Disclosure during the Preparation of the
Basic Resettlement Plan
50.
During the preparation of the BRP, the PMCES Consultant together with MOT and
DOT worked closely with the local authority to conduct two rounds of public consultations
with the AHs and local community in the subproject area.
51.
The first round of public consultation was held on 30 June 2020 before the
commencement of the IOL and SES on the AHs. The copies of public information brochure
(PIB) that was prepared by the PMCES Consultant for MOT and endorsed by GDR were
distributed to the participants prior to the commencement of the consultations. The
participants of the meeting included representatives of MOT/DOT, PIU, local authorities,
AHHs and non-AHs. A total of 144 people attended two meetings including one in Kep
commune and one in Angkol commune, of which 76 meeting participants were males and
68 meeting participants were females. The information discussed in the meeting included:
(i) the project and subproject descriptions; (ii) the tentative implementation schedule of IOL
and the SES; (iii) the eligibility and proposed entitlements applied for the subproject; (iv) the
participation of AHs as well as local community in subproject’s activities; and (v) the
proposed GRM. The PIB was explained in detail to the participants, especially the DPs who
are illiterate to tailor their needs. Both Khmer version and English version of the PIB are in
Appendix 5.
52.
After conducting the IOL and SES on the AHs, the PMCES Consultant together with
the local authorities carried out the second round of public consultations on 14 July 2020.
A total of 62 participants attended the meetings including 43 men and 19 women. The
information shared and discussed with the meeting participants included: (i) the preliminary
design of the subproject’s components; (ii) the scope of land acquisition impacts based on
the IOL results; (iii) the principles of land acquisition and resettlement applied for the
subproject (cut-off date determination, eligibility, proposed entitlements on compensation
and assistance); (iv) the proposed implementation schedule of land acquisition,
compensation, assistance, and civil works; and (v) the proposed GRM.
53.
The minutes of the consultation meetings and list of the meeting participants are in
Appendix 2.
54.
In addition to the public consultation meetings, three (3) FGDs with one group of
affected men and two groups of affected women were held in the subproject area in
September 2020. A total of 25 participants including 11 men and 14 women joined the
FGDs. The FGDs were conducted (i) to collect additional socio-economic information (main
occupation, income, vulnerability, health, gender issues, etc.) of the groups as well as of
the villagers in the affected villages, (ii) to discuss their perceptions of the subproject and
how the LAR impacts of the subproject will affect the AHs, and (iii) to record any concerns,
suggestions, and opinions raised by the participants regarding LAR, compensation and
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relocation preference. All the attendees of the FGDs supported the subproject
implementation and wished the subproject is implemented as soon as possible.
55.
Table 26 shows the number of participants attending the meetings and the FGDs.
Table 27 and Table 28 summarizes the concerns, suggestions and opinions of the AHs and
the local authority on related issues of land acquisition, compensation, and resettlement
assistance during the FGDs and the consultation meetings. The minutes of the consultation
meetings and list of the meeting participants are in Appendix 3.
Table 26: Number of Participants Attending Public Consultation Meetings and FGDs
Conducted during BRP Preparation
Date
30 June 2020
30 June 2020
14 July 2020
14 July 2020

14 Sep 2020
14 Sep 2020
14 Sep 2020

No. of Participants
Male
Female
Public Consultation Meetings
Kep Commune Hall
26
31
Angkol Commune Hall
50
37
Angkol Commune Hall
20
4
Kep Commune Hall
23
15
Total
119
87
Focus Group Discussions
Ạngkol Commune Hall
7
Ạngkol Commune Hall
7
Ạngkol Commune Hall
11
Total
11
14
Place

Total
57
87
24
38
206
7
7
11
25

Source: Minutes of Public Consultation Meetings and FGDs, PMCES Consultant, June, July and September
2020

Table 27: Summary of Issues Related on LAR Discussed during the FGD
Issues
Discussed
Subproject
design

Concerns, issues, suggestions, and
opinions raised

Responses

- The participants proposed that if it was - It was responded that during the detailed
possible to reduce the width of the road
engineering design (DED), which is onwidth at section 3 to avoid the impacts
going, the design team has considered to
on houses of the villagers.
reduce the road width by eliminating the
cycle lane and reducing the shoulder
- The participants suggested that the
width and the sidewalk width.
road alignment at section 3 should be
close to the beach so that the impact - The suggestion will be considered during
on the villagers are minimized or
the DED of the subproject which is onavoided if possible.
going.
- The participants wondered whether the - The participants were explained that the
road section could be constructed
road section will be newly constructed so
that it is impossible to construct it within
within the 50m ROW of the beach.
the preservation area of the beach.

Potential
impacts of the
subproject on
local people

- All the participants expected that the - Yes. The subproject once constructed
subproject would bring benefits to the
will benefit everyone. In addition, during
villagers, especially women. Once the
the construction phase, local people can
road is improved, more tourists will visit
also apply for job opportunities created
by the subproject, especially for unskilled
the beach.
workers.
- Some households will have impacts on
small businesses such as shops and - Shop owners whose business will be
grocery stores.
disrupted by the subproject will be
provided with compensation for the loss
of income during the business disruption,
compensation for loss of livelihood during
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Issues
Discussed

Concerns, issues, suggestions, and
opinions raised

Responses
the transition period, and cash assistance
for transportation of goods and assets.

Compensation

- Affected land should be compensated - During preparing the DRP following the
at market price which is sufficient for
DED of the proposed subproject, GDR
the AHs to buy another land plot in the
will recruit one professional independent
area where they are living.
appraiser or firm (RCS consultant) to
conduct the RCS in the subproject area
in order to determine compensation rates
reflecting current market prices for
different types of affected land,
structures, and trees. The rates will be
valid for one year after the endorsement
of the RCS Report by the IRC. However,
if the offer of the compensation and/or
assistance is not made to the DPs within
this period, the rates will be updated to
reflect the prevailing market valuation by
the RCS consultant.

Relocation
Preference8

- Most of the participants opted for self- - The relocation households will be (i)
relocation if their residential land is fully
compensated for affected houses at
acquired for the subproject. A small
replacement cost; and (ii) provided with
number of the DPs have not decided
cash assistance per household for the
yet as they are not sure about how
transportation of goods and assets in
much they will get compensation for
affected houses as they shift them back.
the affected land, structures, and other
The transport allowance will be
assets.
determined by the RCS Consultant.
- In case the AHs are relocated to
resettlement sites of the subproject,
- In case the resettlement sites are
the resettlement sites must be within
developed by the subproject, the AHs will
the Angkol village or the location with
be consulted about the criteria that the
completely
developed
public
resettlement sites must have during
infrastructures such as water supply,
identification and development of the
electricity connection, access to
sites. This will be decided at the time of
schools, health centers and religious
DMS.
practices; and close to the sea

Income
Restoration

- Most of the participants would like to - During the preparation and finalization of
attend a vocational training program on
the DRP, a detailed needs assessment of
tourism service such as restaurant,
the eligible AHs in the livelihood
hotel management and hospitability
programs will be conducted. However,
skills.
the eligible AHs/DPs will be those who
will permanently lose their main source of
livelihood. The IRP could be paired with
the Gender Action Plan if possible.

Source: Minutes of FGDs, PMCES Consultant, September 2020

8 There were two relocation cases resulting from the subproject impacts so relocation options were discussed
during consultations. The design has been adjusted to avoid acquiring of entire land areas of the households,
so these households no longer require relocation.
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Table 28: Summary of Public Consultation Meetings
Issues
Discussed
Preliminary
design
and
land
acquisition
impacts

Concerns, Suggestions, and
Opinions Raised by the
Participants

Agreements Reached with the AHs

The participants wonder where the
starting point and ending point of the
proposed road are.

The proposed road starts from Kep Pier
of Kep commune (Kep Town) to Angkol
beach of Angkol commune (Damnak
Chang’oeur district) and connects to
Provincial Road No. 1332. There is
another road along Angkol beach and
ending at the Angkol village – a fishing
village.

The participants wonder if there is
any impact on the shoreline side.

Since the proposed road is 8m wide,
there will be no impact on the seaside.
Furthermore,
the
subproject
intervention will be made within the
existing ROW of 9m in width, impact on
the seaside and private land of
households in the subproject area will
be avoided.
For initial section PK 1+200, the road
has been designed as an one-way
traffic road to minimize the resettlement
impact on the fishing community.

Entitlements
on
compensation
and assistance

The participants wonder how the
cut-off date of the subproject is
determined and how the date is
disclosed.

The cut-off date for eligibility for this
subproject was set on 30 June 2020 the date of the completion of public
consultations with the DPs and local
authorities during the feasibility study.
The cut-off date will be informed to
affected community and households as
well as posted in accessible public
places in the subproject area.
Any people who settle in the subproject
areas or expand existing structures or
build new structures after the cut-off
date will not be entitled to
compensation
and
resettlement
assistance under the subproject.

The potentially DPs request that
their affected land should be
compensated at market price.
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The GDR will mobilize an independent
and qualified appraiser to determine the
full replacement cost who will carry out
market research and then calculate the
compensation and assistance amount
of the lost assets. Compensation rates
will be presented to the DPs prior to
finalization of the contract. A PIB on
compensation
package
will
be
prepared and distributed and discussed
in the consultation meeting prior to
contract offer. For affected land,
compensation for the affected land at
replacement cost will be paid to the
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Issues
Discussed

Concerns, Suggestions, and
Opinions Raised by the
Participants

Agreements Reached with the AHs
legal landowners. Informal settlers
(squatters) who are illegally occupying
the ROW will be provided with
compensation for their affected nonland assets, but no compensation for
land will be paid to them. For affected
structures, cash compensation at full
replacement cost will be paid to the
affected structure owners without any
deductions for salvageable materials or
depreciation. The affected trees will be
compensated at market rate.

Grievance
redress
mechanism

The participants agree with the
proposed GRM and there is no
concern, suggestion, and opinion
raised by the participants regarding
the proposed GRM.

The participants were informed that
prior to DMS, the PGRC would be
established and the members of the
would be trained on the process and
procedures of GRM and the GRM
would be made fully functional. The
GRM processes and procedures in
Khmer language will be included in the
updated PIB and again explained in
detail prior to the DMS.

Implementation
schedule
of
civil works

The
implementation
schedule
should be updated and informed in
advance to local people and
authority.

The AHs will be announced of the civil
works implementation schedule at least
three (3) months in advance before the
construction activities start.
The civil works under the subproject is
expected to start in April 2021 and the
civil work will last for about 660
calendar days from the starting date.

AHs = Affected Households; DPs = Displaced Persons; DMS = Detailed Measurement Survey; GRM =
Grievance Redress Mechanism; IRC = Inter-ministerial Resettlement Committee; ROW = Right-of- Way; PIB =
Public Information Brochure; and PGRC = Provincial Grievance Redress Committee
Source: Minutes of Public Consultation Meetings, PMCES Consultant, June and July 2020

56.
During the subproject implementation, based on the completion and approval of the
DED of the subproject, the DRP will be prepared. The AHs will participate in various
processes of the DRP preparation such as the DMS, RCS, compensation, and resettlement
assistance payment, monitoring of impacts and benefits and additional consultation
meetings.
4.3.

Disclosure Requirements

57.
Documents including the (i) BRP endorsed by the IRC and concurred by ADB before
the subproject appraisal; (ii) final DRP endorsed by the IRC and concurred by ADB after
the DED and completed census of DPs; (iii) new BRP or DRP, any corrective action plan
prepared during implementation, if any; and (iv) resettlement monitoring reports will be
disclosed on MOT and ADB websites. These documents including the updated PIB will also
be disclosed to DPs and other stakeholders in the villages, the commune halls of Angkol
commune and Kep commune, and the offices of the commune chiefs in Khmer language.
For those who are illiterate, the commune chiefs will summarize the contents of the
document for them if they wish.

Information Disclosure, Consultation, and Participation

42

4.4.

Public Consultation and Participation during DRP Implementation

58.
During the subproject implementation, there will be two (2) more public consultation
meetings to be organized with the AHs, local communities, and authorities:
(i)

A consultation meeting will take place prior to the DMS stage and is undertaken
jointly by the IRC-WG, PRSC-WG and MOT. The PIB will be updated by the GDR
with the information about the entitlements as agreed in the BRP (the version
accepted by ADB), explained in detail and shared to DPs during the house-to-house
DMS and measurements of land and property losses. The DPs will be required to
confirm the loss of assets and the measurements and get a full understanding of the
basis on which the compensation will be paid for the loss of assets and other
entitlements. The Grievance Redress Committee details will be announced to the
AHs and the GRM processes and procedures including the relevant grievance forms
will be presented and explained in detail during the consultations and attached in
the updated PIB. Summaries of discussions with the AHs and/or DPs, including
those that are vulnerable will be included in the DRP.

(ii) After the approval of the DRP and budget, a further consultation meeting will be held
prior to the signing of the agreement or contract for the compensation package and
will be undertaken jointly by the IRC-WG, PRSC-WG, and MOT. At this stage, the
DMS and the RCS are completed, the compensation package for each AH is known
and draft contracts are prepared. Each AH will be provided with the draft contract
and the compensation amounts explained to the satisfaction of the AHs on a oneon-one basis. For those AHs who are unable to participate in the meeting, best
efforts will be made to visit them at their homes or seek the assistance of the village
office to contact with them. During internal resettlement monitoring conducted by the
PIU under MOT and GDR, FGDs, and key-informant interviews will be conducted
(when the compensation payments have been disbursed to the AHs). This is to
identify if there are outstanding issues with compensation and assistance payment,
and if land acquisition and resettlement are implemented in compliance with the
agreed detailed and final DRP.
59.
One-on-one consultations with the vulnerable groups to get their views, concerns,
and suggestions on LAR-related issues will be carried out after the DMS. During the
finalization of the DRP, the vulnerable AHs and the non-vulnerable AHs who have
permanently lost their main source of livelihoods shall be consulted about the IRP with the
training needs elaborated during the consultations with the AHs to allow AHs to choose not
only for the AHs heads, but the members of the households as well. Summaries of issues,
documentation, photos, list of participants of the public consultation meetings and
discussions that are conducted during the DRP preparation will be attached in the final
DRP.
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V. GRIEVANCE REDRESS MECHANISM
60.
To ensure that any questions and complaints of local people on all aspects of the
subproject are addressed in a timely and satisfactory manner, and that all possible avenues
are available to residents to air their grievances, a Provincial Grievance Redress Committee
(PGRC) was established in July 2020. The PGRC will be trained by GDR and
operationalized prior to DMS. The concerns and complaints of local people will be resolved
through an easy-to-understand and clear process that is appropriate with local cultures and
is easily accessed by all of AHs with no cost and penalty. All minutes of the complaint and
arbitration process will be recorded, and a copy will be furnished to the complainant. In the
public consultation meetings conducted in June and July 2020, the proposed GRM was
discussed and agreed by all the meeting participants.
61.
Prior to lodging of complaint or grievance, the complainant may informally seek the
assistance of the commune chief or a community chief to discuss and find an amicable
solution to his/her complaint or grievance with the leader of the PRSC-WG. This is done
verbally and informally, and no recording is required. Any activities in resolving grievances
at this stage (commune-level) will be recorded by the commune authorities and reported in
the internal monitoring reports. If this does not resolve the complaint to the satisfaction of
the DP, s/he can seek the formal route for lodging the grievance as explained below.
•

Stage 1: The complainant can lodge a written complaint to the Head of the District
Office where the subproject is located. The AH can bring a community chief or
representative to mediate in the matter at the district level. The Head of the District
Office shall respond to the complainant within 15 working days. The complainant
has 15 days after receiving of response of the Head of the District Office to confirm
if she/he agrees with the response. Confirmation of the complainant will be
submitted back to the Head of the District Office. If the complaint is resolved at the
District Level to the satisfaction of the complainant, the IRC-WG will inform to the
DIMDM under GDR which will review and seek the approval of the General Director
of GDR for appropriate remedial action.

•

Stage 2: If the Head of the District Office does not respond within 15 working days
or if the complainant is not satisfied with the response of the Head of the District, the
complainants can lodge the grievance to the GDR for resolution. The GDR through
the DIMDM will carry out a holistic review of the complaint and submit a report on its
findings with the relevant recommendations, if any, to the General Director of GDR
for a decision. It may also conduct a field visit to meet the aggrieved DPs and the
IRC-WG to gather the relevant details. The final report shall be completed within 30
working days from the date of receipt of the complaint and submitted to the General
Director for a final decision who shall made the final decisions within five (5) working
days. The GDR will issue a written response and convey the decision to the
aggrieved AP. If the complaint has been found to have merit, the DIMDM will inform
the relevant Department of Resettlement in the GDR to settle the claim within 15
working days after the decision is made.

•

Stage 3: If the GDR does not respond within 35 working days or if the complainant
is not satisfied with the response of the GDR, the complainants will submit a written
complaint with the PGRC through the Provincial Governor's Office. The composition
of the PGRC established in July 2020 is shown in Table 29 as follows:
Table 29: Composition of Provincial Grievance Redress Committee

No.
1
2
3

Name
H.E. Som Pisith
Mr. Morm Touch
Mr. Som Chinda

Position
Provincial Governor, Chair
Director, Provincial Department of Public Work and Transport, Vice
Chair
Director, Provincial Department of Tourism, Member
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No.
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11

Name
Mr. Keo Hong
Mr. Soth Puthimanin
Mrs. Tith Sohka
Mrs. Kim Channy
Mr. Nop Oun
Mr. Ly Huot
Mr. Mei Chi
To be advised

Position
Director, Provincial Department of Economic and Finance, Member
Director, Provincial Department of Land Management and Urban
Planning Construction and Cadastral Office, Member
Mayor of Kep City, Member
Governor of Damnak Chang’Oeu District, Member
Chief, Sangkat Kep, Member
Chief of Pong Teuk commune
Chief of Angkol commune
CSO - Member9

Source: Letter No. 034/20 of Provincial Governor dated on 9 July 2020 regarding the establishment of PGRC
for the Kep Coastal Road Subproject

62.
At any stage in the GRM, the complainant may have the option to elevate the
complaint to authorized local courts for litigation following the rules of court. During the
litigation of the case, the Government will request from the court that the Subproject proceed
without disruption while the case is being heard. If any party is dissatisfied with the ruling of
the provincial court, that party can elevate the case to a higher court. The Government shall
implement the decision of the court. However, the mechanism should not impede access to
the country’s jurisdiction or administrative remedies. The handling of complaints at
administrative level ends at Stage 3. There are no charges or fees levied to the AH for the
lodgment and processing of complaints under stages, 1 2 and 3. However, as provided for
in the Expropriation Law, the aggrieved AH can file a suit at the Provincial Municipal Court,
as applicable, to seek a resolution. Such actions will be at the cost of the AH. At this stage,
there is no involvement of GDR, PRSC or IRC-WG unless there is a judicial order from the
competent court.
63.
In case, complainants do not have the writing skills or being able to express their
grievances verbally, it is a common practice that complainants are allowed to seek
assistance from any recognized local nongovernment organization or other family
members, or the community chief to have their complaints or grievances written for them.
Complainants will be allowed to have access to the DMS or contract document to ensure
that all the details have been recorded accurately enabling all parties to be treated fairly.
Throughout the grievance redress process, the responsible committee will ensure that the
complainants are provided with copies of complaints and decisions or resolutions reached.
64.
If efforts to resolve disputes using the grievance procedures remain unresolved or
unsatisfactory, complainants - as a last resort - have the right to directly discuss their
concerns or problems with the ADB’s Urban Development and Water Division, Southeast
Asia Department) through the ADB Cambodia Resident Mission (CARM). If DPs are still not
satisfied with the responses of the Southeast Asia Department, they can directly contact
the ADB Office of the Special Project Facilitator.10 The Office of the Special Project
Facilitator procedure can proceed based on the Accountability Mechanism in parallel with
the subproject implementation.
65.

9

Figure 8 illustrates the flow chart on the procedures of GRM.

The name of the CSO member and the organization will be obtained and reflected in the DRP.
Complainants can send their concerns to the Office of the Special Project Facilitator using the information
at: http://www.adb.org/accountability-mechanism

10
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AP = Affected Person, GDR = General Department of Resettlement, PGRC = Provincial Grievance Redress Committee
Source: SOP, 2018

Figure 8: The Proposed Grievance Redress Mechanism
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VI. LEGAL FRAMEWORK
66.
The legal and policy framework for land acquisition and involuntary resettlement,
compensation and assistance under the subproject is defined by the relevant laws and
regulations of the Government and the ADB SPS (2009). In case there are any differences
between requirements set by national legal framework and ADB SPS (2009), the latter
should take precedence.
6.1.

Cambodia Laws and Regulations

67.
There are existing laws that govern land acquisition and resettlement in Cambodia.
These laws, along with the ADBs SPS, shall govern the procedures for land acquisition and
resettlement for the subproject.
68.
The RGC’s 2010 Expropriation Law is the main legal framework that governs land
acquisition and involuntary resettlement. The 2010 Expropriation Law has listed the
development of public infrastructure as one of its objectives and extended the definition of
public infrastructure to any infrastructure “required by the Nation in accordance with the
determination made by the government.” Public interest is also understood in a broad
manner as “the use of land or property by the public or by public institutions or their agents.”
The expropriation of the ownership of immovable property and real right to immovable
property can be exercised only if the Expropriation Committee has paid fair and just
compensation in advance to the owner and/or holder of real.
69.

Some of the key articles of the 2010 Expropriation Law are listed below:
(i)

Article 2: the law has the following purposes: (a) ensure just and fair
deprivation of a legal rights to private property; (b) ensure prior fair and just
compensation; (c) serve the national and public interests; and (d)
development of public physical infrastructure.

(ii)

Article 7: Only the State may carry out an expropriation for use in the public
and national interests.

(iii)

Article 8: The State shall accept the purchase of part of the real property left
over from an expropriation at a reasonable and just price at the request of
the owner of and/or the holder of right in the expropriated real property who
is unable to live near the expropriated scheme or to build a residence or
conduct any business.

(iv)

Article 12: An Expropriation Committee shall be established and headed by
a representative from the MEF and composed of representatives from
relevant ministries and institutions. The organization and functioning of the
Expropriation Committee shall be determined by a sub-decree [Sub Decree
No 22 ANK/BK promulgated on 22 February 2018].

(v)

Article 16: Before proposing an expropriation project, the Expropriation
Committee shall publicly conduct a survey with detailed description about
the owner and/or rightful owner of the immovable property and other
properties which might need compensation and all other problems shall be
recorded as well. In conducting this survey, the Expropriation Committee
shall arrange a public consultation with the authorities at provincial, district
and commune level, the commune councils and village representatives or
the communities affected by the expropriation to give them clear and specific
information and to have all opinions from all concerned parties about the
proposed public infrastructure project.

70.
Under the Article 3 of the 2010 Expropriation Law that governs the provision for
projects financed by development partners in Cambodia, the RGC issued in 2018 the SOP
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for LAR.11 The SOP for Externally Financed Projects in Cambodia and LAR (2018), reflects
RGC’s laws and regulations relating to the acquisition of land and the involuntary
resettlement of DPs and the safeguard policies and procedures of Development Partners
as applied to public infrastructure investment projects, such as the Project. Where
appropriate, the SOP includes references to international good practices in resettlement
planning, implementation, monitoring and reporting. The SOP has been promulgated
under Sub Decree No. 22 ANK/BK on 22 February 2018 and applies to all externally
financed projects in the Kingdom of Cambodia. The GDR of the MEF is responsible for
providing guidance and clarification to users of the SOP. Given that the subproject under
the Project is funded by ADB, the provisions of SOP will apply to the subproject and
therefore should be read together with this BRP.
6.2.

ADB Safeguard Policy Statement (SPS) 2009

71.
For any ADB operation requiring involuntary resettlement, resettlement planning is
an integral part of project design, to be dealt with from the earliest stages of the project
cycle. The SPS (2009)12 of ADB sets guidance and requirements for resettlement planning,
as well as the follow-up.
72.
Objectives of ADB's Policy are to (i) avoid involuntary resettlement wherever
possible; (ii) minimize involuntary resettlement by exploring project and design alternatives;
(iii) enhance or at least restore the livelihoods of all DPs in real terms relative to pre-project
levels; and (iv) improve the standards of living of the displaced poor and other vulnerable
groups.
73.
Scope and Triggers. The Involuntary Resettlement Safeguard covers physical
displacement (relocation, loss of residential land, or loss of shelter) and economic
displacement (loss of land, assets, access to assets, income sources, or means of
livelihoods) as a result of (i) involuntary acquisition of land, or (ii) involuntary restrictions on
land use or on access to legally designated parks and protected areas. It also covers
whether such losses and involuntary restrictions are full or partial, permanent or temporary.
74.

Involuntary Resettlement Policy principles include:

(i)

Screen early to identify involuntary resettlement impacts and risks and determine
the scope of resettlement planning through a survey and/or census of DPs, including
a gender analysis, specifically related to resettlement impacts and risks.

(ii)

Carry out meaningful public consultations with DPs and affected local communities.
Inform all DPs of their entitlements and resettlement options and ensure their
participation in various stages of the project especially vulnerable and poor groups.
Establish a GRM to receive and facilitate resolution of the DP’s concerns. Support
the social and cultural institutions of DPs and their host population.

(iii)

Improve, or at least restore, the livelihoods of all DPs through (i) land- based
resettlement strategies when affected livelihoods are land based where possible or
cash compensation at replacement value for land when the loss of land does not
undermine livelihoods, (ii) prompt replacement of assets with access to assets of
equal or higher value, (iii) prompt compensation at full replacement cost for assets
that cannot be restored, and (iv) additional revenues and services through benefit
sharing schemes where possible.

(iv)

Provide physically and economically DPs with needed assistance, including the
following: (i) if there is relocation, secured tenure to relocation land, better housing

11

Ministry of Economy and Finance. 2018. Land Acquistion and Involuntary Resettlement - Standard Operating
Procedures
for
Externally
Financed
Projects
in
Cambodia.
https://www.mef.gov.kh/documents/laws_regulation/LAR-SOP-Final-13032018.pdf
12 ADB. 2009. Safeguard Policy Statement. https://www.adb.org/documents/safeguard-policy-statement
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at resettlement sites with comparable access to employment and production
opportunities, integration of resettled persons economically and socially into their
host communities, and extension of project benefits to host communities; (ii)
transitional support and development assistance, such as land development, credit
facilities, training, or employment opportunities; and (iii) civic infrastructure and
community services, as required.
(v)

Improve the standards of living of the affected poor and vulnerable group to at least
national minimum standards. In rural areas provide them with legal and affordable
access to land and resources, and in urban areas provide them with appropriate
income sources and legal and affordable access to adequate housing.

(vi)

Develop procedures in a transparent, consistent, and equitable manner if land
acquisition is through negotiated settlement to ensure that those people who enter
into negotiated settlements will maintain the same or better income and livelihood
status.

(vii)

Ensure that DPs without titles to land or any recognizable legal rights to land are
eligible for resettlement assistance and compensation for loss of non-land assets.

(viii)

Prepare a resettlement plan elaborating on DPs’ entitlements, the income and
livelihood restoration strategy, institutional arrangements, monitoring and reporting
framework, budget, and time-bound implementation schedule.

(ix)

Disclose both the draft and final resettlement plan in a form and language
understandable to DPs and other stakeholders.

(x)

Conceive and execute involuntary resettlement as part of a development project or
program. Include the full costs of resettlement in the presentation of project’s costs
and benefits. For a project with significant involuntary resettlement impacts, consider
implementing the involuntary resettlement component of the project as a standalone operation.

(xi)

Pay compensation and provide other resettlement entitlements before physical or
economic displacement. Implement the resettlement plan under close supervision
throughout project implementation.

(xii)

Monitor and assess resettlement outcomes, their impacts on the standards of living
of DPs, and whether the objectives of the resettlement plan have been achieved by
taking into account the baseline conditions and the results of resettlement
monitoring.

75.
ADB’s Policy on Indigenous Peoples aims to (i) design and implement
projects/subprojects that foster full respect for indigenous peoples' identity, dignity, human
rights, livelihood systems, and cultural uniqueness as defined by indigenous peoples
themselves; and (ii) ensure that indigenous peoples receive culturally appropriate social
and economic benefits, do not suffer adverse impacts as a result of projects,/subprojects
and can participate actively in projects that affect them.
76.
ADB’s Policy on Gender and Development adopts gender mainstreaming as a
key strategy for promoting gender equity, and for ensuring that women participate and that
their needs are explicitly addressed in the decision-making process. For
projects/subprojects that have the potential to have substantial gender impacts, a gender
plan is prepared to identify strategies to address gender concerns and the involvement of
women in the design, implementation, and monitoring of the project/subproject.
77.

The subproject includes the following specific actions to address gender issues:
(i)

both men and women participated in and will continue participating in public
meetings during consultation on the BRP and the same approach will
continue throughout the subproject cycle, including during the DRP stages;
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(ii)

women will be given equal chance in getting hired for skilled or unskilled
work and receive equal remuneration for the same work by the men;

(iii)

Focus group discussions with women and vulnerable groups must be
conducted during the preparation of the DRP; and

(iv)

A separate gender action plan has been prepared for the subproject and will
be updated.

78.
Other policies of ADB that have bearing on resettlement planning and
implementation are the Access to Information Policy (2018) and Accountability Mechanism
Policy (2012).
6.3.

Comparison of Government Law and Regulations with ADB Policies

79.
In general, the main principles of the government policies on land acquisition,
compensation, assistance, and resettlement are in line with those reflected in ADB SPS
2009. However, there are some gaps between the ADB resettlement policy and the
government’s legislation. The gap analysis and reconciliation of ADB Resettlement Policy
and the government legislation is highlighted in Table 30.
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Table 30: Gap Analysis and Reconciliation of ADB’s SPS (2009) and RGC’s SOP
No.
1

ADB’s SPS Requirements on
Involuntary Resettlement (IR)
and SR-2
Meaningful
Consultations
and Disclosure
Carry
out
Meaningful
consultations
with
DPs
including vulnerable groups,
relevant
stakeholders
and
information
disclosure
on
entitlements and resettlement
options.
(Vulnerable groups include
those below poverty line, the
landless, the elderly, female
headed households, women
and children, IPs, and those
without legal title to land).

To comply with ADB SPS IR
Principles 2, 9, 12 (page 17),
para 54 (page 20), para.73
(page 26), Appendix 2, para 18
(page 47), para 26, 27, 28
(page 49)

Land Acquisition and Involuntary
Resettlement SOP, 2018

The SOP, in its chapter IV and under
its key tasks in basic resettlement
plan preparation, mentions about
consultation as one of the tasks
which aims at bringing awareness
about the Project to the affected
communities and inform them about
the possible alignment and seek their
feedback.
In Chapter V, under key tasks in
detailed resettlement plan (updated
RP after detailed design), it mentions
about consultation as one of the
tasks which aims to inform DPs about
the overall entitlements and methods
of compensation and the GRM
procedures; about relocation to
Resettlement Sites; and house to
house consultation to confirm
measurement survey.
Chapter- VIII of SOP describes in
detail
the
need
for
public
consultations,
participation
and
disclosure. In para 126, it mentions
that the consultation is undertaken
throughout the project cycle.

Gap between ADB’s SPS and SOP

The SOP mostly complies with the
requirement of SPS (2009), however,
it does not specifically mention about
disclosing the entitlement matrix to
the people during consultation.
However, it mentions that the
BRP/RP and the DRP/Updated DRP
are disclosed at the Commune
Offices for disclosure to affected
communities. The entitlement matrix
is integral part if these documents
and hence are disclosed to the
affected communities. This is
explained in more detail in Appendix
7 of the SOP. It is clearly pointed out
that the entitlement matrix and the
entailments under the entitlement
matrix are explained to each AH
during the household-to-household
consultation.
Also, there is no mention of
disclosure of monitoring reports. The
SOP does not specifically mention
about particular attention to women
and vulnerable groups for their
inclusion during consultation.

Clarifications
Some of the proposed clarification
include:
Personal detailed information of the
Aps and their socio-economic status
and other sensitive information
compromising their privacy will not be
disclosed at any time.
DRPs/updated DRPs/resettlement
monitoring reports contain summary
of DP consultations (including
vulnerable groups) through- out the
project cycle.
DRPs/updated DRPs/ resettlement
monitoring reports are disclosed on
the ADB and project websites and
Khmer versions left at communes
and district levels offices.
SOP para. 120; generic information
for
the
PIB
includes
the
compensation policy (the generic
entitlements) as stated in para 119.
Four specific consultation meetings
are mentioned in the SOP but as the
SOP states consultation will be
carried out as an on-going process
throughout implementation.
ADB staff may participate
consultation meetings.
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No.

ADB’s SPS Requirements on
Involuntary Resettlement (IR)
and SR-2

Land Acquisition and Involuntary
Resettlement SOP, 2018

Gap between ADB’s SPS and SOP

Clarifications
Efforts will be made to consult with
potentially vulnerable DPs (as
defined in para 53-55 of the SOP)
and will be done throughout
implementation.

2.

Grievance
Mechanism (GRM)

Redress

Establish a GRM that is
understandable,
readily
accessible,
transparent
procedures, gender responsive
and culturally appropriate.
To comply with ADB SPS IR
Principle 2 (page 17), para 59,
60 (page 22), Appendix 2, para
29 (page 49)

Legal Framework

Chapter IX of the SOP deals with
GRM.
The GRM is established as a locally
based arrangement at the provincial
level for receiving, recording,
assessing and facilitating the
resolution
of
complaints
and
grievances raised by the DPs in
relation to their compensation and
entitlements for the expropriation of
land and other immovable property
under the Law on Expropriation.

Status of complaints at the commune
level will be included in the periodic
monitoring report to ADB.
The Register of Complaint, however
when reporting, the status of
complaints will be included.
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No.
3.

ADB’s SPS Requirements on
Involuntary Resettlement (IR)
and SR-2
Compensation
assistance

Land Acquisition and Involuntary
Resettlement SOP, 2018

Clarifications

and

Provide
physically
and
economically
DPs
with
compensation and needed
assistance
To comply with ADB SPS policy
principle 3, 4, 5, 7 (pg 17) and
Appendix 2, paras 7, 8, 9,10
(page 45), 11 and 12 (page 46),
16 and 17 (page 47).

The SOP includes the compensation
and transition/disturbance allowance
to the DPs in its entitlement.
SOP has provisions for relocation
land (for DPs with titles or recognized
rights to land) and are subject to
conditions
i.e
availability
of
government land. This does not apply
to illegal squatters or occupiers.
SOP has provisions for loss of
livelihoods for all DPs (limited to
selection of 1 out of 3 pre-defined
programs)
SOP has provisions for providing
relocation site to eligible DPs which is
selected factoring in location, the
availability of the basic social
services
and
infrastructure
development,
depending
on
availability of land at affordable prices
and availability of State land near the
subproject area.

Legal Framework

Gap between ADB’s SPS and SOP

SOP
Entitlement
Matrix
2b
transitional
allowance
to
be
commensurate with the time taken to
relocate the business.
Livelihood
restoration
will
be
commensurate with the impact
assessed during DMS and SES of
the DPs.
For vulnerable groups except for
illegal squatters, provision of legal
and affordable access to adequate
housing and income sources.
Valuation rates are valid for a period
of one year from the date of
endorsement of RCS report by the
IRC and thereafter updated.
DPs with legal rights both with hard
and soft titles are treated the same.
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No.
4.

ADB’s SPS Requirements on
Involuntary Resettlement (IR)
and SR-2
Procedures for Negotiated
Settlement
Develop procedures in a
transparent, consistent, and
equitable manner if land
acquisition
is
through
negotiated settlement
To comply with ADB SPS IR
safeguards policy principle 6
(page 17), para 73, (page 26),
Appendix 2, para 25 (page 4849)

Land Acquisition and Involuntary
Resettlement SOP, 2018

Chapter-X (Section-B) of the SOP
mentions that in the case of
acquisition of private land where the
seller is willing to sell and the buyer is
willing to buy, such land may be
acquired under a commercial
contract. The price will be negotiated
as part of commercial norms.

Gap between ADB’s SPS and SOP

Clarifications

For the willing buyer willing seller
cases (where expropriation will not be
used), ADB will have access to all the
documentation for on-site verification
at GDR. If agreement between the
willing buyer and willing seller cannot
be reached, alternate site will be
selected.
Where negotiated settlement is
applied in lieu of compulsory land
acquisition based on SR 2
requirements para 25 will be
followed, documented and described
in the resettlement plan and
information of the negotiations
included in the monitoring reports.
A negotiated settlement will offer
adequate and fair price for land/or
other assets.
Ensure that any negotiations with
DPs openly addresses the risks of
asymmetry of information and
bargaining power of the parties
involved in such transactions.
Negotiated settlement procedures
will follow para 25 of Appendix 2 of
SPS and agreed with ADB.
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No.
5.

ADB’s SPS Requirements on
Involuntary Resettlement (IR)
and SR-2
AHs (without titles or
recognizable rights to land)
Ensure that DPs without titles to
land or any recognizable legal
rights to land are eligible for
resettlement assistance and
compensation for loss of nonland assets
To comply with ADB SPS IR
policy principles 2, 5, 7 (page
17), Appendix 2, paras 9, 11,
12, 16 and 17 (pages 45, 46
and 47.

Land Acquisition and Involuntary
Resettlement SOP, 2018

Gap between ADB’s SPS and SOP

Clarifications

Chapter-VII:
Section B para 104 states:
No compensation for land will be paid
for DP occupying land in the ROW.

Clarification needed for how poor and
vulnerable DPs are provided legal
and affordable access to land.

Section C of the SOP states that:
The entitlement to compensation of
DPs largely depends on the legality of
possession or ownership to the land
and other assets at the time of the
Cut-Off Date. The following types of
DPs
shall
be
eligible
to
compensation, but compensation
would vary depending on their
situation:
Legal owners and holders of title or
rights to land, including customary
rights.
Tenants and leaseholders, including
employees, workers and hawkers.

Social land concession is not an
entitlement. However, IRC can just
inform the relevant and competent
local authorities about the affected
poor, landless households who may
be eligible to apply for social land
concession. Criteria for providing
social land concession will be defined
by other competent authority. The
decision on granting a social land
concession will also be made at the
sole discretion of the relevant
authorities in accordance with
Cambodia regulations on social land
concession.
GDR will provide information if there
is any social land concession
program available in the Project area
in its monitoring report.

Those who have no formal title or
rights to the land (illegal occupiers)
who are engaged in farming or
businesses.
Poor and vulnerable groups.
Source: Aide Memoire Attachment 3 of the Safeguard Policy Dialogue Mission 22-23 August 2019
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6.4.

Valuation Methodology for Replacement Cost

80.
All compensation will be based on the principle of full replacement cost as required
by the ADB SPS (2009). Calculation of full replacement cost will be based on the following
elements: (i) fair market value; (ii) transaction costs; (iii) interest accrued, (iv) transitional
and restoration costs; and (v) other applicable payments, if any. In the calculation,
depreciation of structures will not be taken into account. A rapid replacement cost study
(RRCS) was conducted by the PMCES consultant in July 2020. The results of the RRCS
are in Appendix 4. It is expected that qualified and experienced experts will undertake the
valuation of acquired land and non-land assets. During preparing the DRP following the
detailed engineering design of the subproject, GDR will recruit one professional
independent appraiser or firm (RCS consultant) to conduct the RCS in the subproject area
in order to determine compensation rates reflecting current market prices for different types
of affected land, structures, and trees. The RCS will be valid for one year after the
completion of DMS and if the offer of the compensation and/or assistance is not made to
the DPs within this period, the replacement cost will be updated to reflect the prevailing
market valuation by the RCS consultant. The RCS results will be the basis for estimating
the budget for financing the resettlement costs when preparing the DRP.
81.
Persons or households without formal legal rights nor recognized or recognizable
claims to the acquired land are still entitled to be compensated for their loss of assets other
than land, such as dwellings or other improvements on the land at full replacement cost,
provided that they have occupied/used the land or structures in the affected land prior to
the cut-off date.
6.5.

Subproject Policy Requirements

82.
The subproject will follow the involuntary policy principles of ADB’s SPS 200913. No
physical or economical displacement will occur until (i) compensation at full replacement
cost has been paid to each DP for subproject components or sections that are ready to be
constructed; (ii) other entitlements listed in the DRP have been provided to DPs; and (iii) a
comprehensive income restoration and livelihood rehabilitation program supported by an
adequate budget, is in place to help DPs improve, or at least restore their incomes and
livelihoods. ADB gives no objection to civil works after (i) – (iii) above are complied with.
After the payment of compensation and entitlements for respective sections are completed
and land is vacated, GDR-IRC will send a Land Handover Letter to MOT with a copy to ADB
to confirm progress of compensation payment and other resettlement activities.14

13
14

Refer to Involuntary Resettlement Safeguards Principles, Page 17, ADB SPS 2009.
The handover letter will include details of progress of planned against actual payment of compensation and
other assistance, number of DPs including vulnerable DPs (planned against actual) and explain any deviation
from the DRP.
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VII. ENTITLEMENT, ASSISTANCE AND BENEFITS
83.
Eligibility. The cut-off date is the date established by the RGC that determines the
eligibility of the AHs/DPs to receive compensation and assistance under the subproject.
The cut-off date for eligibility for this subproject was set on 30 June 2020 - the date of the
completion of public consultations conducted with the DPs and local authorities during the
feasibility study. Only those DPs who own, occupy or reside on the land to be acquired for
the subproject as of this date will be eligible for receiving compensation and resettlement
assistance in accordance with the EM specified in the BRP. The DOT and the local authority
have the responsibility to manage the site to ensure that no assets will appear after the cutoff date. Any person who encroaches into the subproject area after the cut-off date will not
be entitled to compensation and other resettlement assistance under the subproject. Fixed
assets such as built structures (new or expansion of existing structures), crops, fruit trees,
and other similar assets established after the cut-off date will not be compensated. The cutoff date determination has been discussed with the DPs and local community during the
public consultation meetings in June and July 2020 and included in the PIB which was
distributed to the DPs during the meetings. The PIB in Khmer language with the information
on the cut-off date was also posted in the village meeting halls and the houses of the
community chiefs, and other accessible public places. In addition, a letter from MPWT dated
26 October 2020was sent to the Governor of Kep Province officially informing cut-off date
30 June 2020 (Appendix 5).
84.
Entitlements. The DPs in the subproject area are of three types: (i) persons with
formal rights to land lost in its entirety or in part; (ii) persons who lost the land they occupy
in its entirety or in part who have no formal right to such land, but who have claims to such
lands that are recognized or recognizable under national laws; and (iii) persons who lost
the land they occupy in its entirety or in part who have neither formal legal rights nor
recognized or recognizable claims to such land. Based on the impacts identified during the
IOL and results of public consultations with the DPs and the villagers, the corresponding
entitlements to-be provided to the AHs are presented in the EM in Table 31. The number of
AHs/DPs in the EM are indicative only and will be confirmed during the DMS and in the
DRP. All the entitlements on compensation and assistance will be based on replacement
cost. The entitlements matrix will be updated and may be enhanced or improved in the DRP
preparation and finalization, as necessary, during the detailed design stage of the
subproject, but not downgraded.
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Table 31: Entitlement Matrix15
No
1
1.1

1.2

15

Type of Loss
Eligibility
Entitlements
Loss of agricultural land
(4 AHs/14 DPs)
Marginal loss
Legal landowners and holders of ▪ Cash compensation for the affected
real right of land, including those
land portions at full replacement cost,
covered by customary rights
free from taxes and transaction costs.
(2 AHs/6 DPs)

Severe loss (10%
or more)

Legal landowners and holders of ▪ Cash compensation for the affected
real right of land, including those
land portions at full replacement cost,
covered by customary rights
free from taxes and transaction costs.
(2 AHs/8 DPs)

Implementation Issues

▪ An independent professional and legal
appraiser shall be mobilized by GDR to
appraise the replacement cost of the
affected land.
▪ Cadastral Administration Office will
determine whether the remaining land
after land acquisition is viable for
cultivation or not in consultation with
the AHs, community chiefs and
communal councils. If the remaining
land after land acquisition becomes
unviable or unusable, the land will be
compensated at the same replacement
cost, free from taxes and transaction
costs.
▪ An independent professional and legal
appraiser shall be mobilized by GDR to
appraise the replacement cost of the
affected land.
▪ Cadastral Administration Office will
determine whether the remaining land
after land acquisition is viable for
cultivation or not in consultation with
the AHs, community chiefs and
communal councils. If the remaining
land after land acquisition becomes
unviable or unusable, the land will be
compensated at the same replacement

The numbers of AHs/DPs are indicative only and will be confirmed during the DMS and updated in the entitlement matrix in the DRP.
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No

2
2.1

2.2

Type of Loss

Eligibility

Entitlements

Implementation Issues
cost, free from taxes and transaction
costs.
▪ The affected agricultural land areas
have been abandoned and have not
been cultivated by the AHs for a while
and the main income source of the
AHs which is the earnings from trade
and business is not affected by land
acquisition by the subproject. The
issues will be reconfirmed during DRP
preparation and supporting documents
or proofs will be attached to the DRP.

Loss of residential land
(84 AHs/313 DPs)
Loss of partial
Legal landowners and holders of ▪ Cash compensation for the affected
residential land
real right of land, including those
land portions at replacement cost, free
covered by customary rights
from taxes and transaction costs.
(79 AHs/288 DPs

Illegal occupiers or squatters
without legal titles or rights to land
(5 AHs/25 DPs)

▪ No compensation for loss of the
encroached land.

▪ Compensation will be provided for all
non-land
affected
replacement cost

Entitlement, Assistance, and Benefits
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at

▪ An independent professional and legal
appraiser shall be mobilized by GDR to
appraise the replacement cost of the
affected land.
▪ Cadastral Administration Office will
determine whether the remaining land
after land acquisition is viable for living
or not in consultation with the AHs,
community chiefs and communal
councils. If the remaining land after
land acquisition becomes unviable or
unusable,
the
land
will
be
compensated at the same replacement
cost, free from taxes and transaction
costs.
The IOL results indicated that none of
the 5 AHs will need be relocated due to
the land acquisition for the subproject.
Their status will be confirmed during
DMS.
If
cadastral
office
representatives determine their land
plots are viable as per legal
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No

Type of Loss

3
3.1

Loss of structures
Loss
of
main
structures
(10
houses, 4 housecum-shops)
Partial loss (repair
works are required
only)
but
the
remaining portion is
sufficient
for
continued living and
doing
business
(less than 25% of
affected structures)
(5 houses and 4
house-cum-shops)

3.1.1

Eligibility

Entitlements

Owners of affected structures ▪ Cash compensation at replacement
regardless of land ownership/tenure
cost for the affected portion with no
status
depreciation and no deduction for
(9 AHs/43 DPs)
salvageable materials.
▪ If the remaining portion of the structure
is determined unviable for use
anymore, the entire structure will be
compensated at full replacement cost
with no deduction of salvageable
materials.
▪ Cash compensation during the
transition period to a lump sum amount
equivalent to 1 month loss of net
income from business of 4 house-cum
shops.
▪ AHs are entitled to receive transitional
allowance in item 5.1
▪ AHs are entitled to receive transport
assistance in Item 6.

Entitlement, Assistance, and Benefits

Implementation Issues
norms/standards on allocation of
residential plots per household, the
DRP will reflect the same. In case the
AHs are required to relocate to another
place, MPWT will then work with the
provincial authorities to ensure these
AHs could apply for the social land
concession. GDR will inform the
eligible AHs of the competent
authorities of the social land
concession.

▪ An independent professional and
legal appraiser shall be mobilized by
GDR to appraise the replacement
cost of the affected structures.
▪ DPs will have the right to use salvaged
materials from the built construction at
no cost.
▪ RCS will determine the rates and loss
of net income.
▪ During the DMS, if the remaining
portion of the affected structure is
determined as not viable or safe for
use anymore, the entire structure will
be compensated at replacement cost
and no deduction for salvageable
materials are taken into account.
▪ Viability of the remaining portion of the
structures will be determined at DMS
stage
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No
3.1.2

3.1.3

3.2
3.2.1

Type of Loss
Partial loss but the
remaining area is
not sufficient for
continued use. AHs
have to extend their
existing
main
structures at back
on the remaining
residential
land
after
land
acquisition by the
subproject
(main
structures affected
more than 25% but
less than 40%).
(3 houses)

Eligibility
Entitlements
Owners of affected structures ▪ Cash compensation at replacement
regardless of land ownership/tenure
cost for the affected portion with no
status
depreciation and no deduction for
(3 AHs/25 DPs)
salvageable materials.
▪ If the remaining portion of the structure
is determined unviable for use
anymore, the entire structure will be
compensated at full replacement cost
with no deduction of salvageable
materials.
▪ AHs are entitled to receive transitional
allowance in item 5.1
▪ AHs are entitled to receive transport
assistance in Item 6.

Partial loss but the
remaining structure
neither is sufficient
nor
viable
for
continued
living
(main
structure
affected more than
55%).
(2 houses)
Loss of stand-alone
shops (5 shops)
Partial loss (repair
works are required
only)

Owners of affected structures ▪ Cash compensation at replacement
regardless of land ownership/tenure
cost for the entire structure with no
status
depreciation and no deduction for
(2 AHs/10 DPs)
salvageable materials.
▪ AHs are entitled to receive transitional
allowance in item 5.1
▪ AHs are entitled to receive transport
assistance as in Item 6

▪

Owners
of
affected
shops ▪ Cash compensation at replacement
regardless of ownership/tenure
cost for the affected portion with no
status
depreciation and no deduction for
(1 DH/6 DPs)
salvageable materials.
▪ If the remining portion of the structure
is determined unviable for use
anymore, the entire structure will be

▪ An independent professional and legal
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▪

▪
▪
▪

▪
▪

Implementation Issues
An independent professional and
legal appraiser shall be mobilized by
GDR to appraise the replacement
cost of the affected structures.
DPs will have the right to use salvaged
materials from the built construction at
no cost.
RCS will determine the rates.
During the DMS, if the remaining
portion of the affected structure is
determined as not viable or safe for
use anymore, the entire structure will
be compensated at replacement cost
and no deduction for salvageable
materials are taken into account.
Viability of the remaining portion of the
structures will be determined at DMS
stage
An independent professional and
legal appraiser shall be mobilized by
GDR to appraise the replacement
cost of the affected structures.
DPs will have the right to use salvaged
materials from the built construction at
no cost.
RCS will determine the rates.

appraiser shall be mobilized by GDR
to appraise the replacement cost of the
affected structures.
▪ RCS to determine the rates.
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No

3.2.2

3.3

Type of Loss

Eligibility

Entitlements
compensated at full replacement cost
with no deduction of salvageable
materials.
▪ cash compensation equivalent to loss
of one month net income from
business.
▪ AHs are entitled to receive transitional
allowance in item 5.1
▪ AHs are entitled to receive transport
assistance as in Item 6.

Implementation Issues

▪ RCS to determine the loss of net
income.

Full loss (AHs will
rebuild their shops
on their remaining
land after land
acquisition of the
subproject or use
their main houses
for both living and
doing business)

Owners
of
affected
shops ▪ Cash compensation at replacement
regardless of land ownership/tenure
cost for the entire shops with no
status
depreciation and no deduction for
(4 AHs/15 DPs)
salvageable materials.
▪ cash compensation equivalent to loss
of two months net income from
business.
▪ AHs are entitled to receive transitional
allowance in item 5.1.
▪ AHs are entitled to receive transport
assistance as in Item 6.

▪ RCS to determine the rates

Loss of secondary
structures

Owners of affected structures ▪ Cash compensation at replacement
regardless of land ownership/tenure
cost for the affected portion with no
status
depreciation and no deduction for
(26 AHs/112 DPs)
salvageable materials.

▪ An independent professional and legal

Entitlement, Assistance, and Benefits

▪ RCS to determine the loss of net
income

appraiser shall be mobilized by GDR
to appraise the replacement cost of the
affected structures.
▪ During the IOL, the AHs confirmed that
there would be land available to
rebuild affected secondary structures
such as toilets, bathrooms and
kitchens on and this would not affect
the viability of their remaining land and
houses.
▪ RCS to determine the rates.
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No
4

Type of Loss
Loss of trees

Eligibility
Entitlements
Owners of affected trees regardless ▪ Compensation for fruit trees at
of land ownership/tenure status
replacement based on the following
(21 AHs/98 DPs)
formula:
Quantity Harvested per Year) X (Market
Price) X (Number of years it will bear
fruit)] + Cost of Seedling

Implementation Issues

▪ An independent professional and legal
appraiser shall be mobilized by GDR
to appraise the replacement cost of the
affected trees.

▪ Timber trees that have a growth period
of more than 5 years are classified as
follows:
Sapling trees under 1 year: not
compensated as it can be replanted.
Cost of seedling provided;
Young tree (1 to 3 years): valued
at one-third of its full price as it can be
replanted plus cost of seedlings;
Young tree (more than 3 to 4
years): valued at two-thirds of its full
price plus cost of seedlings;
- Mature tree (more than 5 years):
valued at full price plus cost of
seedlings.
5
5.1

Loss of Income and Livelihood
Loss of income
All AHs who lose income during
during transition
transition period.
period (19 AHs/99 DPs)
Subsistence
Allowance.

▪ Lump sum amount equivalent to 3
months of income based on the official
poverty rate established by RGC.
Monthly Poverty Rate x Number of
Members in AH x 3 (see footnote 5).

▪ AHs are entitled to receive transport
assistance as in Item 6.
5.3

Permanent loss of
livelihood

AH is identified to lose their source
of livelihood permanently

Entitlement, Assistance, and Benefits

▪ If during DMS any AH is identified to
lose their source of livelihood
permanently, the AH will be entitled to
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No

Type of Loss

Entitlement, Assistance, and Benefits

Eligibility

Entitlements
participate in any one of the three
types of livelihood restoration or
support programs.
- Land-Based
Livelihood
Restoration for AHs engaged in landbased livelihood: (i) facilitate access
to other land-based sources of
income, if productive land is available,
like vegetable gardening, fruit tree,
livestock, and other similar landbased income generating sources;
(ii) provision of training in farming or
livestock; and (iii) lump-sum cash
grant of $200 to restart land-based
livelihood. In case of unavailability of
suitable land, the AHs can opt for
either employment or business-based
livelihood program.
- Employment-Based Livelihood
Restoration for AHs who lose
employment
permanently:
(i) provision of employment skills
training; and (ii) lump-sum cash grant
equivalent to 3 months of income
based on official poverty rate to
supplement income support during
the training period.
- Business-based
Livelihood
Restoration for AHs who lose
businesses permanently or displaced
households who opt for this as an
alternative source of livelihood: (i)
provision of business skills; and (ii) a
lump-sum cash grant of $200 to assist
in starting a micro or home-based
business.

Implementation Issues

▪ Selection of the IRP will be a choice
of the DPs.
▪ Detailed needs assessment will be
conducted
and
program
for
business/vocational
education
program designed for the eligible
AHs/APs in cooperation with MOT,
MLVT, based on the preferred choice
of the AHs/APs.
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No

Type of Loss

Eligibility

Entitlements

Implementation Issues

OR
- Optionally, in lieu of the above
may be provided with cash assistance
of $500/AH for IRP.

▪ For special assistance to poor and

5.4

Special Assistance

All Poor and Vulnerable AHs.
(9 AHs/49 DPs)

vulnerable AHs, in addition to skills
training, (i) lump-sum cash grant
under each livelihood restoration
program will be doubled i.e from $200
to $400 under land-based and
business-based livelihood restoration
and lump sum cash grant from 3
months to 6 months of income based
on official poverty rate under
employment-based
livelihood
restoration; and (ii) priority access to
employment opportunities under the
subproject.
▪ Lump sum amount equivalent to 3
months of income based on the official
poverty rate established by RGC.
Monthly Poverty Rate x Number of
Members in AH x 3 (see footnote 5).

6

Transport
allowance for
household and
personal goods

▪ AHs whose houses or house- ▪ Fixed lump-sum allowance per AH
cum-shops, or shops are partially
or fully affected.

based on average cost of transportation
during repair works, estimated at $60
per household.

(19 AHs/99 DPs)
7

Impacts during
construction

Entitlement, Assistance, and Benefits

▪ Land outside of the alignment that is
adversely impacted by construction
activities will be compensated in cash

▪ Classification
of
vulnerable
households will be carried out during
the DMS and in accordance with the
established criteria prescribed in
Section IV.D of SOP and Principle 2
of ADB SPS Involuntary Resettlement
Policy Principles.
▪ The PCU of MOT will develop
measures to prioritize labors of the
eligible households for employment
opportunity under the subproject.

• The number of poor and vulnerable
AHs will be determined during DMS
and confirmed in the DRP.
• For this BRP 33$/month/capita
poverty line is applied. If at the DRP
preparation and contract offer stage
an updated poverty line is available,
the latest poverty line applies.
▪ The assistance amount was estimated
based on the result of SES and
consultations with the AHs. The
amount will be reconfirmed during the
RCS.
▪ Impacts due to construction (for
example, damages of structures,
restricted access to business/income
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No

Type of Loss

8

Unanticipated
involuntary
resettlement
impacts beyond 1
to 7 above

Eligibility

New eligible AHs

Entitlements
or in-kind at replacement cost by the
civil works contractor.

Implementation Issues
sources resulting from construction
activities) and compensation measures
will be included in the project
environmental management plan.
▪ Principles adopted for this BRP apply.

▪ New DPs that will be identified are

▪ GDR shall ensure the conduct of a
social assessment and update the
DRP or formulate a DRP depending on
the extent of the impact changes
covering all applicable requirements
specified in the DRP in accordance
with the SPS and RGC laws and
regulations.

entitled to the same entitlements as
those of the other DPs.

Source: Appendix 6 of SOP and PMCES Consultant, 2020
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VIII. RELOCATION OF HOUSING AND SETTLEMENT
85.
As indicated in paras. 18 and 19 and Table 8, no DH will be relocated to the new
site. All the relocations are on the same plot of the available land. 2 AHs/10 DPs will
reconstruct their entire house on the available land on the same plot and 3 AHs/25 DPs will
extend their houses on the available land on the same plot. In addition, In addition, out of 5
stand-alone shops of 5 AHs/21 DPs, 4 shops will be reconstructed on the available land on
the same plot and the remaining one shop which will be partially affected will require minor
repairs.
IX. INCOME RESTORATION AND REHABILITATION
86.
The results of the IOL conducted in July 2020 indicate that no AHs will permanently
lose their main source of income. Among four (4) AHs whose entire stand-alone shops will
be affected, two (2) will continue their business from their main houses and two (2) will reestablish their business in their remaining land. They will be compensated for the projected
loss of net income due to the business disruption, relocation and re-establishment of their
business.
87.
According to the results of IOL and SES, amongst the total of 104 AHs affected by
the subproject, nine (9) AHs/49 DPs potentially fall under the vulnerability criteria of landless
and elderly but none of them will permanently lose their main source of income/livelihood.
The number and status of the potential vulnerable AHs identified during the IOL and SES
will be further determined during the DMS stage and reflected in the DRP.
88.
If during DMS stage AHs/DPs are found to have lost permanent livelihood
source/income, these eligible households will be entitled to participate in one of the three
IRP activities, selection of the IRP will be a choice of the DPs. During the DMS, if any AH/DP
are identified to have permanently lost their source of livelihood, they are also entitled to
participate in any three categories of the IRP described as follows:
▪

Land-based Income Restoration: For DPs who were engaged in land-based
livelihood (i) access to other land-based sources of income, like vegetable
gardening, fruit trees, and livestock; (ii) farming or livestock training; and (iii) financial
support of a lump-sum cash grant of $200 to re-establish lost livelihood. If suitable
land is not available, the DPs can opt for either the employment based or businessbased livelihood program.

▪

Employment-based Income Restoration: For DPs who lose their employment
permanently, (i) provision of employment skills training; and (ii) financial support of
lump-sum cash grant equivalent to 3 months of income based on official poverty
rate (footnote 4) for income support during the training program.

▪

Business-based Restoration: For DPs who lose their business, (i) provision of
business skills training; and (ii) financial support of a lump-sum cash grant of $200
to start a micro or home-based business.
OR

▪

Optionally, in lieu of training under the IRP, they may be provided cash assistance
of $500/AH.

89.
For vulnerable AHs/DPs who permanently lose their livelihoods, in addition to the skills
training, they will be provided with (i) lump-sum cash grant which will be doubled; and (ii)
priority in any employment opportunity under the subproject. The PCU under MOT will work
with the contractors and DOT to encourage the contractors to employ these AHs, both as
skilled, unskilled, and/or semi-skilled labor during the civil works.
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90.
Poor and Vulnerable Group Special Assistance. A total of 9 AHs/49 APs
impacted by the Subprojects have been identified as poor and vulnerable. They will be
provided with special assistance of lump sum amount equivalent to 3 months of income
based on the official poverty rate established by RGC and is calculated as Monthly Poverty
Rate X Number of Members in AH X 3 (see footnote 5).
91.
This proposed IRP will be finalized after DMS and reflected in the DRP. During the
preparation and finalization of the DRP, a detailed needs assessment of the eligible AHs in
the livelihood programs will be conducted and the proposed IRP may be adjusted as
appropriate. The FGDs targeting the vulnerable AHs and women in particular should among
others will explore on the AHs’ choice of income restoration and support programs. The
amount of cash assistance can be increased depending on the actual conditions (skills,
poverty, resources, etc.). The estimated IRP budget has been included in the estimated
cost for compensation, assistance and resettlement under the subproject which will be
financed from the national budget by the Government as counterpart funds for the
subproject. This proposed IRP was consulted with and agreed by the potential vulnerable
AHs and will be further finalized and reflected in the DRP. The Government is implementing
Cash for Work Program for Rural Development and Livelihood Enhancement Project in 18
out of 25 provinces in Cambodia with the objective is to help reduce poverty, improve
livelihood and welfare of rural people and poor farmers by providing short-term job
opportunities through cash for work program, which will not only support short-term
livelihood, but also enable to increase capital for investment in agriculture or other related
businesses, and improving agriculture and rural infrastructure. The project started with
support for 12 provinces with a $50 million budget allocation and has been extended to 18
provinces with budget allocation increased to $100 million. The program does not include
Kep Province. However, any other similar ongoing programs will be further explored at DMS
stage and confirmed, if any, in the DRP.
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X. RESETTLEMENT BUDGET AND FINANCING PLAN
92.
The cost for LAR will be covered from the counterpart funds allocated from the
national budget of the Government of Cambodia and no loan funds will be required from
the ADB Loan. The PMCES Consultant conducted a preliminary RRCS in July 2020 for
affected land, affected structures and affected trees. The consultant conducted interviews
with representatives of local authorities, AHs and non-AHs about the price of residential
land and agricultural land that was transacted by local households in the past six (6) months
to one (1) year in the community or nearby areas and the price of residential land and
agricultural land that they are willing to sell or buy. The market rates of affected trees were
collected from the AHs, local authorities, and the local fruit shop owners. Moreover, the
PMCES Consultant also interviewed directly with the construction material shop owners
and construction contracting agencies for salvaged materials, which make up the
replacement cost for the affected structures. The results of RRCS were used to estimate
compensation at full replacement cost as required in ADB’s SPS, 2009. A summary of the
RRCS is attached in Appendix 4.
93.
The compensation and assistance budget were calculated based on the IOL results
that was completed in July 2020 and the entitlements of AHs which have been consulted
with the AHs, local authorities, and other concern agencies. During the DRP preparation,
the compensation budget will be updated following the results of DMS, RCS and additional
consultations with the AHs.
94.
The GDR will be responsible and accountable for all financial management functions
relating to the use of the budgeted funds. The Government will set up a designated account,
called the counterpart funds account for the project at the National Bank of Cambodia. The
funds for LAR are provided to the GDR from the counterpart funds account. The budget is
prepared by the GDR and submitted to MEF for approval once the project is approved by
ADB. The GDR will submit a request for the release of the allocated budget to the General
Department of International Cooperation and Debt Management which will process the
request and submit to the General Department of National Treasury. The funds are released
and deposited into a project designated account established by the GDR for the project at
the National Bank of Cambodia. The funds are released from project designated account,
as and when necessary, and provided to the PRSC which is responsible for the
disbursement of payments to the AHs.
95.
The compensation payments are made in a public place by the PRSC-WG in close
collaboration with IRC-WG. The PRSC-WG will inform the communes or the village offices
on the schedule dates for the commencement of the payments at least three (3) days in
advance. A notice will be placed at the commune and village offices and community halls,
if any, at the same time. The commune and village offices will make best efforts to inform
the DPs about the schedule dates for commencement of payments. On the date for the
payments, a public consultation meeting will be also conducted to explain the procedures
that will be followed prior to the commencement of the payment to each individual DP.
96.
The estimated compensation budget is $1,707,630.69 of which, the compensation
and assistance payment is $1,313,562.07, cost of RCS for a lump-sum amount of $3,000.00
and the administrative and contingency cost is $261,712.41 and $131,356.21, respectively.
While at this BRP preparation stage no AH has been identified to be entitled to participate
in the IRP, a lump sum of $10,000.00 has been budgeted. The resettlement budget will be
updated and finalized at the DRP stage. Table 32 provides the breakdown of the indicative
compensation and assistance budget.
Table 32: Indicative Estimated Compensation and Assistance
No.
A

Items
Compensation for Affected Land

Resettlement Budget and Financing Plan

Unit

Rate ($
per unit)

Quantity
27,809.00

Amount
($)
1,200,540.00
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No.
1

2

B

C

D

Items

Unit

Residential land
M2
- Angkol village (next to the beach)
M2
- Angkol village (access road to Angkol
M2
village)
- Angkol village
M2
- Kep village
M2
Farmland
- Angkol village
M2
Compensation for Affected Main
Structures (Houses and House-cumshops)
1A
M2
1B
M2
1C
M2
1D
M2
1E
M2
1F
M2
1G
M2
1H
M2
1I
M2
Compensation for Affected Secondary Structures
Outdoor toilet/shower/bathroom (SS1)
M2
Stand-alone Shops (SS2)
M2
Stand-alone Shops (SS3)
M2
Kitchen (SS3)
Kitchen (SS4)
M2
Extended Eaves (SS5)
M2
Extended Eaves (SS6)
M2
Extended Eaves (SS7)
M2
Extended Eaves (SS8)
M2
Extended Eaves (SS9)
M2
Extended Eaves (SS10)
M2
Extended Eaves (SS11)
M2
Extended Eaves (SS12)
M2
Shed (SS13)
M2
Shed (SS14)
M2
Wire fence with wooden posts (F1)
M
Wire fence with concrete posts (F2)
M
Concrete fence with concrete posts (F3)
M2
Pagoda gate (G)
LS
Compensation for Affected Trees
Mango 0Yr- under 3Yrs
Tree
Mango (3Yrs - under 5Yrs)
Tree
Mango (5Yrs & Above)
Tree
Coconut 0Yr- under 3Yrs
Tree
Coconut (3Yrs - under 5Yrs)
Tree
Coconut (5Yrs & Above)
Tree
Sdao (5Yrs & Above)
Tree
Palm (0Yr- under 3Yrs
Tree
Palm (3Yrs - under 5Yrs)
Tree
Palm (5Yrs & Above)
Tree
Custard apple (0Yr- under 3Yrs
Tree
Guava (5Yrs & Above)
Tree
Lemon (0Yr- under 3Yrs
Tree
Tamarin (5Yrs & Above)
Tree
Banana
Bunch

Resettlement Budget and Financing Plan

Rate ($
per unit)

Quantity

Amount
($)

280.00
75.00

13,621.00
1,850.00
3,145.00

518,000.00
235,875.00

50.00
40.00

7,611.00
1,015.00

380,550.00
40,600.00

45.00

567.00

25,515.00

350.00

26,128.42

58.84
63.69
118.73
126.75
47.76
49.01
82.87
70.08
30.87

13.00
11.00
57.00
52.00
62.00
30.00
18.00
53.00
54.00

30.55
17.90
16.20
16.20
12.60
17.70
21.15
25.20
23.75
21.10
21.15
17.80
25.00
11.50
38.05
5.00
9.50
31.00
25,000.00

12.00
7.00
100.00
22.00
18.00
19.00
56.00
20.00
179.00
68.00
12.00
75.00
12.00
54.00
20.00
57.00
461.00
6.00
1.00

22.00
40.00
62.00
18.00
30.00
70.00
35.00
15.00
35.00
55.00
5.00
15.00
7.00
35.00
8.00

2
2
3
8
4
49
1
4
1
6
4
1
1
1
15

764.92
700.59
6,767.61
6,591.00
2,961.12
1,470.30
1,491.66
3,714.24
1,666.98
43,527.15
366.60
125.30
1,620.00
356.40
226.80
336.30
1,184.40
504.00
4,251.25
1,434.80
253.80
1,335.00
300.00
621.00
761.00
285.00
4,379.50
186.00
25,000.00
4,661.00
44.00
80.00
186.00
144.00
120.00
3,430.00
35.00
60.00
35.00
330.00
20.00
15.00
7.00
35.00
120.00
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No.
E

F

G

H
I
J
K
L
M
N

Items
Compensation for Temporary Impacts
on Business*
Households with partial loss of housecum-shops/shops ($49.13 per day per
household for 30 days)
Households with full loss of shops will
reconstruct shops in the same plot of the
affected land ($10.60 per day per
household for 60 days)
Transitional allowance**
AHs whose main structures, house-cumshops, stand-alone shops are partially
repaired or partly and fully reconstructed.
($33/AP/month for 3 months)
Transportation Allowance
AHs whose houses or stand-alone shops
are partially or fully affected will have to
repair or move their houses or standalone shops to their land available in the
same plot.
Special Assistance to poor and
vulnerable**($33/AP/monthX49X3)
Income Restoration Program
Total compensation cost = A + B + C
+ E + F + G + H+I
Cost for RCS
Total = (K + J)
Administrative cost (20% x J)
Contingencies (10% x J)
GRAND TOTAL

Unit

Rate ($
per unit)

Quantity

Amount
($)
9,913.50

Household

1,473.90

5

7,369.50

Household

636.00

4

2,544.00
9,801.00

Person

99.00

99

Person

9,801.00
1,140.00

Household

60.00

19

1,140.00

Person

99.00

49

4,851.00

Lump sum

10,000.00
1,310,562.07

Lump sum

3,000.00
1,313,562.07
262,712.41
131,356.21
1,707,630.69

*Denotes to be determined by RCS.
** Denotes latest poverty rate from MOP and NIS to be applied in the DRP as per footnote 5.
Source: The PMCES Consultant, 2020
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XI. INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS
97.
Ministry of Tourism (MOT). MOT is the subproject’s EA. MOT will oversee all
subproject activities including BRP and DRP preparations. MOT will coordinate closely with
the MPWT in the implementation of the subproject and with the IRC-WG on all matters
concerning LAR, working closely with Resettlement Department 2 (RD2) of GDR to prepare,
update, and implement the BRP and DRP.
98.
A Project Coordination Unit (PCU) will be established by MOT to coordinate closely
with the IRC on all matters concerning LAR and work closely with the GDR. The PCU will
carry out the following tasks related to the implementation of LAR activities.
(i)

Sharing the final DED with RD2 of GDR;

(ii)

Set out the demarcation of the land requirement along the final ROW within one month
after completion of the detailed designs jointly with RD2;

(iii)

Provide RD2 with the proposed construction schedule identifying the schedule for
completion of LAR and handover of sites by sections to the contractor at least 6
months before planned contract award date;

(iv)

Inform RD2 in a timely manner if construction progress is hampered by LAR or in case
of any anticipated bottleneck;

(v)

Assist and cooperate with RD2 in seeking solutions to problems encountered during
implementation of the Subproject;

(vi)

Invite RD2 to participate in supervision missions and wrap up meetings with ADB and
ensure RD2 comments on LAR issues are incorporated in Aide Memoires,
Memorandum of Understandings, and Minutes of Discussions;

(vii) Responsible for ensuring there is no further encroachment on the ROW after it has
been handed over by RD2.
99.
A safeguards coordinator is included in the PCU to oversee the compliance of
environmental and social safeguards. The safeguards coordinator will have the following
tasks:
(i)

Facilitate the preparation, implementation and reporting of safeguards documents
including BRP and DRP;

(ii)

Establish and maintain a system for organizing all safeguards documents and reports
for easy retrieval;

(iii)

Work closely with the safeguards and social development specialists of the PMCES.

100. Ministry of Public Works and Transport (MPWT). MPWT is the implementing
agency for the subproject which will support MOT to undertake overall oversight and
management of the subproject through its Project Management Unit (PMU). The PIU of the
Provincial Department of Public Works and Transport (PDPWT) in KEP Province will
oversee the day-to-day implementation of the subproject supported by the PMU and the
project management civil engineering support consultants to ensure that procedures are
followed and that the implementation schedules are kept on track. The PMU has the
following roles and responsibilities.
(i)

Supervise and oversee all technical aspects of infrastructure subprojects;

(ii)

Coordinate and supervise consultant inputs for detailed design, preparation of bidding
documents and supervision of civil works;

(iii)

Provide technical support to the PIU;

(iv)

Quarterly report on progress and issues to the PCU.
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101. The Kep Provincial Department of Tourism (DOT). DOT will establish a PIU
comprising staff of the DOT, Provincial Department of Public Work and Transport, and
Provincial Department of Natural Resources and Environment. The PIU will have one full
time safeguards officer to coordinate with RD2 in the implementation of the DRP.
102. Inter-Ministerial Resettlement Committee (IRC). The IRC has the mandate to
review and evaluate the LAR impacts for public physical infrastructure development projects
in the Kingdom of Cambodia. The IRC, by virtue of the Prime Minister's Decision, exercises
the authority of the Expropriation Committee under the Expropriation Law and is a collective
entity, permanently chaired and led by the MEF, and with members from different line
ministries. The IRC carries out its role and responsibilities through the IRC-WG which is
established for each public investment project by MEF. The powers of the IRC are
delegated to its permanent Chairman. The key responsibilities of IRC include:
(i)

Provide effective oversight and ensure LAR complies with the laws and
implementing rules and regulations.

(ii)

Ensure effective coordination between line ministries, provincial/local authorities and
GDR in carrying out LAR.

(iii)

Provide overall guidance on implementing rules and regulations for LAR and
propose updates; as necessary;

(iv)

Initiate the establishment of PGRC;

(v)

Approve of BRPs, DRP and any updated DRPs.

103. General Department of Resettlement (GDR). The GDR is the Permanent
Secretariat of the IRC and the lead agency for LAR for public investment projects. It is
responsible for the preparation, implementation, monitoring and reporting of resettlement
plans in accordance with the laws and implementing rules and regulations related to LAR
and the mandatory requirements of the safeguard policies of the development partners. The
key responsibilities include:
(i)

Coordinate and collaborate with line ministries, MOT and other agencies involved in
LAR activities;

(ii)

Conduct public consultations and FGDs with the DPs and vulnerable groups (if any);

(iii)

Prepare the DRP for the subproject and submit to ADB for review and concurrence;

(iv)

Develop terms of reference and recruit the replacement cost appraiser;

(v)

Prepare and secure the necessary budget for the implementation of the DRP;

(vi)

Calculate, prepare contracts, and make payments for compensation for each AH
based on the entitlement matrix in the DRP;

(vii) Implement all LAR activities in compliance with the DRP;
(viii) Ensure proper functioning of the GRM, including training/refresher training for GRC
members, adequate record keeping, etc. ;
(ix)

Supervise, monitor, and report on implementation progress of the DRP;

(x)

Prepare and submit to ADB DRP Compliance Report for ADB’s no objection for the
civil works;

(xi)

Prepare and submit to ADB semi-annual monitoring reports;

(xii) Prepare, agree with ADB and implement corrective action plan, if any, during
implementation; and submit the corrective action plan implementation report to ADB
for concurrence and disclosure;
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(xiii) Conduct awareness workshops for MOT, line ministries, local authorities, and
construction contractor on the implementing rules and regulations as specified in the
DRP; and
(xiv) Serve as the focal knowledge center for resettlement of the project.
104. The DIMDM of GDR is responsible for carrying out the internal monitoring of the
implementation of the DRP and the verification and validation of the compliance of the
entitlements and compensation payments with the provisions of the entitlement matrix in
the DRP. Its role extends to internal verification of all LAR activities for compliance with the
provisions under the agreed DRP and reports directly to the Director General of GDR. In
addition, it records and reviews all complaints and grievances submitted by DPs;
investigates them and makes recommendations on compliance to the Director General of
GDR. After the payment of compensation and other entitlements is completed, GDR will
prepare and submit to ADB the DRP implementation report to obtain “no objection” for civil
works.
105. IRC-Working Group (IRC-WG) is the technical arm of IRC to plan and carry out the
day-to-day LAR activities under the subproject, which is led by the Deputy Director, Chief
of the RD2 of GDR and comprise of technical PMU staff of the executing agency, staff of
the RD2 and staff of the Ministry of Land Management, Urban Planning and Construction.
The IRC-WG is responsible for all the field work under the supervision of the Director of the
RD2 and overall guidance and direction of the Director General of GDR.
106. Provincial Resettlement Sub-Committee (PRSC): The PRSC was established by
the Provincial Governor at the request of the IRC for the project in July 2020 and it
comprises of (i) the Deputy Provincial Governor as the Head and (ii) Provincial Department
Directors of the Line Ministries represented in the IRC and (iii) the respective chiefs of the
districts and affected communes as members. The key role of the PRSC is as follows:
(i)

Provide the coordination and supporting role to the GDR, IRC and IRC-WG for the
preparation, implementation and monitoring of the DRP the field and at the local
level;

(ii)

Ensure all relevant provincial and local government authorities provide the
necessary support for LAR;

(iii)

Manage the public consultation meetings at Provincial Level;

(iv)

Oversee and monitor the work of the PRSC-Work Group;

(v)

Responsible and accountable for the disbursements of the compensation payments
at the provincial level; and

(vi)

Assist the IRC-WG in developing measures to assist vulnerable households by the
subprojects

107. Provincial Resettlement Sub-Committee Working Group (PRSC-WG). The
PRSC-WG was established by the Provincial Governor for the subproject and is mainly
responsible for technical functions of the PRSC and works with the IRC-WG in carrying out
the LAR activities at the provincial level. In addition to supporting the PRSC, the PRSC-WG
has the following specific functions:
(i)

Facilitate all public consultation and information disclosure meetings and maintain
records;

(ii)

Cooperate with consultants and IRC-WG in carrying out the DMS and in the
implementation of the approved DRP;

(iii)

Lead the payments of compensation to DPs; and
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(iv)

Prepare monthly progress reports on all LAR activities at the provincial level and
submit to PRSC and GDR.

108. Cadastral Administration Office. The Cadastral Administration Office under the
Ministry of Land Management, Urban Planning and Construction is responsible for issuing
titling documents, including the land use rights certificate, hard titles and social land
concessions as part of securing tenure for landless and issuing title documents for the land
plots acquired in favor of MOT .Providing a land plot or cash grant to acquire land to the
landless who are illegal squatters is not an Entitlement under the Land Law, the Law on
Expropriation and the BRP/DRP. However, the GDR-IRC will inform the relevant authorities
about the poor landless households affected by the subproject who may be eligible to apply
for a Social Land Concession. However, the decision on granting a social land concession
will be made at the sole discretion of the relevant authorities in accordance with regulations
on Social Land Concession. Verification on land use and land ownership of any landless
AHs will be carried out during the DMS by the General Department of Resettlement (GDR)
and the village administration.
109. The Concerned Local Administration Authorities (province, district, commune
and village). The Kep province, districts, communes, and villages where subproject is
located will coordinate and work closely with the PRSC, PRSC-WG and IRC-WG on the
DRP preparation and implementation. Their roles and responsibilities include:
(i)

Identify and coordinate the venue for the public consultation meetings and invite
AHs to participate in the consultation activities, IOL, DMS, SES, RCS and other
resettlement related activities; and

(ii)

Assist the IRC-WG, PRSC-WG, and GDR in identifying the vulnerable (ID poor 1
and 2), and in developing suitable measures to assist the vulnerable AHs.

(iii)

Assist eligible households (if any) in applying for social land concession.

110. Local Focal Points. To ensure that there is good coordination between the PCU,
PMU, PIU and subproject beneficiaries, local focal points will be established in communitybased organizations, village development committees, community tourism groups and
industry associations. Local focal points will be appointed by community leaders and
confirmed by the PIU.
111. Project Management and Civil Engineering Support (PMCES): An international
and a national social safeguards specialist will be hired to support the RD2 in preparing the
DRP and in performing internal monitoring of DRP implementation in behalf of the PCU.
Specific tasks include:
(i)

Assist PCU, PIU and RD2 in preparing the BRP and DRP for the subproject and
provide needed technical support to facilitate its approval and subsequent
implementation and monitoring;

(ii)

Design and actual facilitation of capacity development activities for all project
management/implementers on ADB’s social safeguards policies particularly on
involuntary resettlement, environment and indigenous people’s development; also
includes gender mainstreaming of all women’s concerns in the project
implementation cycle as well as how to facilitate information campaigns and other
activities with project beneficiaries;

(iii)

Provide technical assistance in the development and production of Information
materials using as context the local situation in project area;

(iv)

Coordinate the DMS/community consultations, incorporating information from the
infrastructure detailed design to update the list of DPs;
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(v)

Together with members of the IRC-WG, brief officials at all levels on the content and
procedures for implementing the DRP and if necessary, provide suggestions to
improve procedures for the coordination of resettlement and compensation; and

(vi)

Assist IRC-WG and PRSC-WG in collecting the data and information on the
progress of LAR activities for RD2 to prepare monthly monitoring reports and
periodic spot checks on the implementation of the DRP. The DIMDM will compile
quarterly progress reports, to be submitted to the PMU to attach with the project’s
quarterly progress reports for submission to ADB.

112.

The chart below shows the institutional arrangements for LAR.

Source: SOP, 2018

Figure 9: Flow Chart of Institutional Arrangements for Land Acquisition and
Resettlement
DIMDM = Department of Internal Monitoring and Data Management, EA = executing agency, GDR = General
Department of Resettlement, IA = implementing agency, IRC = Inter-Ministerial Resettlement Committee, IRCWG = Inter-Ministerial Resettlement Committee Working Group, MEF = Ministry of Economy and Finance,
MLMUPC = Ministry of Land Management, Urban Planning and Construction, PMU = project management unit,
PRSC = Provincial Resettlement Sub-Committee, PRSC-WG = Provincial Resettlement Sub-Committee
Working Group.
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XII. IMPLEMENTATION SCHEDULE
113. All the resettlement activities will be coordinated with the schedule of the civil works.
The contract shall not be awarded to the contractors until the DRP has been approved and
the compensation and resettlement activities have been completed. All resettlement
impacts are expected to be limited to the construction period and hence will be further
reviewed, assessed, and paid based on actual loss. The MOT, MPWT and IRC-WG will
coordinate to ensure that the land acquisition, compensation, and resettlement assistance
activities would be conducted and completed prior to the start of civil works. However, civil
works can start in sections of road where there are no IR impacts in agreements between
MOT, MPWT and ADB. The AHs will be informed at least three (3) months in advance
before the construction activities start and all the payment of compensation for affected
structures and trees to the AHs is made completely.
114. The tentative implementation schedule of compensation and resettlement activities
is in Table 33.
Table 33: Tentative Implementation Schedule of Resettlement Activities
Activities
Preparation of draft BRP and submission to ADB for comments
ADB comments on BRP
Approval of BRP by IRC and cleared by ADB
Disclosure of BRP on ADB and MOT websites
Conduct DMS, RCS and data encoding
Preparation of the draft DRP
Submission of draft DRP to ADB for comments
Approval of DRP by IRC and cleared by ADB
Disclosure of DRP on MOT and ADB websites
Approval of Budget by IRC and MEF
Contract Offer and Contract Signing with AHs
Disbursement of Compensation to the AHs
Land vacated by AHs (one month after compensation payment)
Handover of Land to MPWT by GDR (with a copy to ADB)
ADB's No Objection to Civil Works
Submission of internal Quarterly Monitoring Reports (to MPWT
and MOT)

Submission of semi-annual social monitoring reports (to ADB)

Schedule
June-October 2020
November 2020-March 2021
March 2021
March 2021
March-April 2021
May-June 2021
July 2021
August 2021
August 2021
September 2021
October 2021
November 2021
November 2021
December 2021
December 2021
June 2021, September 2021,
December 2021, March 2022,
June 2022, September 2022,
December 2022, March 2023,
June 2023, September 2023,
December 2023.
15th July 2021, 15th January
2022, 15th July 2022, 15th
January 2023, 15th July 2023,
15th January 202, 15th July 2024

Source: RD2, 2020
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XIII. MONITORING AND REPORTING
115. Internal Monitoring. The objectives of the internal monitoring are to (i) measure
and report of the progress in the preparation and implementation of the DRP; (ii) identify
problems and risks, if any and the measures to mitigate them; and (iii) assess if the
compensation and rehabilitation assistance are in accordance with the provisions under the
DRP.
116. While the PCU (through the PMCES) will be responsible for monitoring of the overall
implementation of the project and subproject, the DIMDM of GDR will be directly responsible
for the monitoring and reporting of the implementation of the DRP.
117. The IRC-WG and PRSC-WG will collect the data and information on the progress of
LAR activities in the field and prepare monthly reports and submit to RD2 of GDR. The RD2
will compile the field reports and prepare a consolidated for the subproject every month.
The report will be submitted to DIMDM of GDR which will (i) review the monthly progress
reports, including fielding its own mission to verify the progress and the validity of the data
and information, if deemed necessary; and (ii) compile quarterly monitoring reports for
submission to the Director General of GDR. GDR will send the quarterly reports approved
by its Director General to EA for inclusion into the Project Quarterly Progress Reports. The
DIMDM will also validate that the (i) entitlements and the corresponding compensation are
paid in accordance with the entitlement matrix in the approved DRP; and (ii) GRM is
functioning as per the guidelines. During subsequent monitoring periods, the DIMDM will
look into whether or not corrective actions agreed to address LAR issues in the past
monitoring period (i.e., outstanding resettlement issues) have been resolved.
118. In cases where a serious problem is encountered at any time during the preparation
or implementation of the DRP, the DIMDM will field a special mission to assess the situation
and prepare a special report for remedial action and submit to the Director General of GDR
for endorsement. The DIMDM will also prepare the semi-annual social safeguard monitoring
reports and submit to Director General of GDR. These reports will closely follow the
involuntary resettlement monitoring indicators provided in the Appendix 1. After the semiannual reports are endorsed by Director General of GDR, they will be submitted to ADB for
disclosing on its website.
119.

The internal monitoring reports include the status of the following:
(i)
(ii)
(iii)
(iv)
(v)
(vi)
(vii)
(viii)
(ix)
(x)

set up of institutional arrangements;
compensation payments for entitlements;
relocation;
grievance redress mechanism;
public consultations;
budget expenditures;
livelihood support program, where applicable;
overall progress against agreed implementation schedule;
major problem and issues; and
proposed remedial actions.

120. The preparation and submission of semi-annual social safeguard monitoring reports
begins upon commencement of resettlement planning activities, such as demarcation of the
COI on the ground and establishment of the IRC-WG. The report covering January to June
will be submitted to ADB no later than 31 of July, and the covering July-December to be
submitted no later than 31 January.
121. In addition to the internal monitoring conducted by the implementing agencies
mentioned above, the construction activities will be monitored by people in the subproject
area and the contractor will ensure the impacts on surrounding lands and assets of
households are avoided.
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122. External Monitoring. The subproject is categorized B for involuntary resettlement;
therefore, no external monitoring will be required.
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Appendix 1: Public Information Brochure

PUBLIC
INFORMATION
BROCHURE (PIB)
Second Greater Mekong Subregion
(GMS) Tourism Infrastructure for
Inclusive Growth Project
Kep Coastal Road Subproject
1. What is Second GMS Tourism Infrastructure
for Inclusive Growth Project?
The project is financed by the Asian Development
Bank (ADB) and will improve urban-rural transport
infrastructure and urban environmental services,
strengthen capacity to implement regional tourism
standards, and strengthen tourism destination
management in Cambodia. It will help transform
secondary towns in the GMS Economic Corridors
into green, inclusive and competitive international
tourism nodes to boost trade in services and deepen
market linkages between members of the GMS and
Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN).
The project will build on the ongoing GMS Tourism
Infrastructure for Inclusive Growth Project,
implemented in Cambodia, the Lao PDR, and Viet
Nam (2014–2019).
2. What are the proposed interventions included
in the Kep Coastal Road subproject?
✓ The initial section with a length of 1.2km
originates at the Kep Pier and runs across a
semi-urban portion of Kep town, on the
alignment of an existing un-paved road. The
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section is 8m wide flanked by a paved sidewalk
3.5m wide with cycling track on the seaside, and
a 1.0 m sidewalk on the inland side of the road.
✓ Main Section runs along the coast passing
near small communities of fishermen and along
private lands and salt production ponds. The
existing base of the embankment base, about
20m wide, was already built by Kep provincial
Government over a length of 8.25 m up to Km
9+450 from the starting point of the section. The
proposed cross section shall have two lanes
3.5m wide, one shoulders 1.5m wide in the
inland side, and a sidewalk of 3.5m wide with
cycle track of 2m on the seaside. Considering
the embankment slope, the road construction
will fully utilize the 20m width of the present low
embankment
✓ Connection road from Coastal Road to PR
1332. This section has a total length of 2km
starting from Km 9+655 of the Coastal Road to
the pagoda junction on the PR 1332. This
connection branch will run along the Rural Road
presently under construction with a width of
about 5m. The rural road will be widened to
have the same cross section as the Main
Section. i.e. a paved width of 10 m, with two
lanes of 3.5+3.5 m and two shoulders of 1.5 m.
✓ Access Road to the Beach and Angkol
Village. The branch 0.74km long section
envisages the creation of a new road running
along the beach up to the center of Angkol
Village. The paved portion of the cross section
will be 8m wide, with two lanes of 3.0 +3.0 m
flanked by two shoulders of 1 m. Due to the
tourism relevance of the section along Angkol
beach, the two sidewalks and the cycle lane

shall continue with the same pattern of the Main
Section. Three tourist facilities units, with
showers and toilets shall also be realized along
this section.
The general layout of the proposed road is shown in
the figures below

3.

4.
General Layout of the Proposed Road
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3. Will there be impacts on land, structures, (a)
Will I be compensated for lost land?
trees and other assets of the households by the
For affected private land, the AHs will be paid
Subproject?
compensation for land at replacement cost.
Based on the preliminary design of the subproject,
For affected land within the ROW, AHs who
private land of some individuals and households
occupy land on the ROW will not be compensated
including residential land and agricultural land will
for the land. However, they will be compensated
be acquired for the construction of the proposed
for any loss resulting from using the land like for
coastal road. Additionally, there will be some
example, for operating a shop, planting crops or
households having structures and/or trees other
fruit trees, or for structures.
than land affected by the subproject.
(b)
Will I be compensated for affected
The impacts by the subproject will be confirmed
house and structures that I own?
once the detailed engineering design (DED) of the
subproject is available and approved by competent Yes. Private houses and structures that are
agencies (August 2020) and the detailed affected by the proposed Project will be
measurement survey (DMS) of loss that will be compensated at replacement cost without
conducted in October 2020 (tentatively).
counting depreciation, salvage materials or
transactions costs. Structures include houses,
4. What will be the compensation and
house-cum-shops, toilets, kitchens, fences, and
entitlements?
other similar structures for which the AH can show
ownership. If the house or structure is partially
Households/People affected by the proposed
affected, then the compensation will be paid for
Project are entitled to receive compensation for
the affected portion unless it can be shown that
affected assets under the following key
the remaining portion can no longer be useful
compensation principles:
after the removal of the affected portion. In such
✓ Provisions of fair and just compensation in
cases, compensation will be paid for the whole
advance.
structure.
✓ Full compensation paid before expropriation
or clearance.
(c)
Will I be compensated for my crops
and trees?
✓ Compensation is based on the replacement
costs of lost assets at market prices that will
Yes. For standing crops that are ripening but
be determined by an independent consultant
cannot be harvested by the time the land is
through replacement cost study (RCS)
required, the AHs will be compensated for the lost
without
any
deductions
made
for
crop on replacement cost basis. However, for
depreciation,
salvage
materials
and
annual crops that are produced on annual
transaction costs.
seasonal basis like rice, sufficient notice will be
provided to the AHs so that they can harvest the
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crops in time. No compensation is paid for crops
in this case.
For perennial crops (trees that produce fruits for
multiple years like mango tree), the AHs will be
compensated for the loss of fruit which will take into
account the loss of potential income and the time
required to re-establish the perennial trees.
(d)
If I have to relocate my house or shop, is
there any relocation assistance?
Yes. All efforts will be made during the detail design
stage of the subprojects to avoid any physical
displacement of AHs. However, apart from the
compensation for the structures at replacement
costs, transitional allowances will be paid as follows:
(i) fixed lump sum transportation allowance for
moving the assets; and (ii) loss of business income
in case of stalls carrying out business. In case, the
AHs are classified as poor and vulnerable, these
allowances will be doubled.
(e)
In case my livelihood is affected, how
will I be compensated?
The DMS will take note of the livelihoods of the AHs
and whether there is any impact on them. Under the
proposed Project, for AHs whose livelihood is
impacted they will be provided with income loss or
restoration support:
(i)

(ii)

Loss of income during the transitional period
where physical relocation is required. This will
cover loss of income during the period of selfrelocation.
When main source of livelihood source is
permanently
lost,
a
livelihood
restoration/support program will be provided
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to assist the AHs/DPs to rebuild/restore their market rates for all types of assets prevailing in the
proposed Project or subproject area and prepare
livelihood.
the unit rates for each category of the loss asset.
In case the AHs are classified as poor and These will be used to calculate the replacement
vulnerable, these allowances will be doubled. In value and will be used to prepare the resettlement
addition, the proposed Project will seek to provide budget. The General Department of Resettlement of
work opportunities in the project during the the Ministry and Economy and Finance (MEF) will
construction period.
select
the
RCS
consultant
before
the
commencement
of
DMS.
5. What is the "Cut-off-Date"?
"Cut-off-Date" is the date set to determine eligibility
for compensation and assistance under the project.
The cut-off date for eligibility for this subproject is 30
June 2020 - the date of the completion of public
consultations conducted with the DPs and local
authorities during the feasibility study. The
Department of Tourism and the local authority
authorities have the responsibility to manage the
site to ensure that no assets will appear after the
cut-off date. Any people who encroach into the
subproject areas after the cut-off date will not be
eligible for any compensation and other
resettlement assistance under the subproject.

7. Do I have the right to complain about
disagreements,
compensation
issues
resettlement or other related issues, if yes
how?

Yes, you have right to lodge your complaint to
Grievance Redress Committee (GRC) if you are
unclear or unhappy with resettlement activities.
The members of GRC at all time are ready to assist
you. The attempt to redress your grievance will
commence at village level through the Village
Chief. However, you can lodge your verbal
complaint to any member of the GRC (i.e. at
village, commune or resettlement working group).
6. How will be the replacement cost be decided The GRC will record and document your complaint
and advise you of the resolution.
and compensation calculated?
The payment for compensation will be made based
on the market value or replacement cost of the lost
assets without deduction being made for salvage
materials, depreciation, or transaction costs. A
Replacement Cost Study (RCS) will be carried out
by a local qualified independent consultant with the
necessary qualification and experience in asset
valuation to determine the prevailing market rates.
This will be done at the time of the DMS. The RCS
consultant will carry out a detailed analysis of the
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8. How can people submit complaints or
grievances on the issues for which they are not
satisfied?
Given that the Project has been approved by ADB,
the loan agreement has been signed and the
Project is now being implemented, the contact
persons and their mobile numbers are provided in
the box below who can provide you with
clarifications on the subproject related technical

issues. At this point in time, the eligibility, loss of
assets, the DMS and the compensation packages
have not been decided and hence any complaints
relating to them will not be entertained.
The Project has been approved by ADB, the InterMinisterial Resettlement Committee of the MEF
will established a Grievance Redress Mechanism
(GRM) under which Grievance Redress
Committees will be established at both District and
Provincial levels. These Committees will be set up
and made operational before the commencement
of the DMS. Any complaints or grievances on any
aspects relating to incorrect measurements or
compensation package will need to be sent to
these Committees for resolution. An updated PIB
with all the details on the GRM will be circulated
and explained to the AHs during a separate public
consultation meeting before the commencement of
the DMS.
Contacts Persons Related to Land Acquisition
and Resettlement
Mr. Seng Hay, Team Leader of IRC-WG,
Resettlement Department 2, General Department of
Resettlement, Ministry of Economy and Finance,
Phnom Penh.
Tel: 012 231 402
Mr. ChhumSok, Project Manager, Project
Management Unit, Ministry of Tourism, Phnom
Penh
Tel: 012 819 006
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Appendix 2: Minutes of Public Consultation Meetings and List of Participants
1.

Minute of Public Consultation Meeting in Kep Town in June 2020

Name of Sub-project: Coastal Road, Kep Town, Kep province
Date: 30-June-2020
Start: 8:30 a.m

End: 10:30 a.m

Place: Kep Commune Hall
A. Agenda/Topic
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪

Explanation of Public Information Brochure (PIB);
Preliminary design of the subproject;
Subproject potential impacts on land and non-land assets;
Policies and mitigation measures for impacts on land and non-land assets;
Cut-off date;

▪

Subproject policies on compensation, assistance and resettlement according to the
PIB; and

▪

Proposed grievance redress mechanism.

B. Participants (57 persons: M=26, F=31)

C.

▪

H.E Vao Sokha, Deputy Provincial Governor and Chairman of PRSC

▪

PMU/MPWT representative

▪

PIU Members

▪

ADB Consultant

▪

PMCES consultants

▪

Commune Authorities

▪

Communities
Discussion

H.E Vao Sokha welcomed participants of the public consultation meeting and
requested for the distribution of the PIB to the participants. He informed the participants that
the PIB contains the information about the Project and Subprojects including the eligibility
and entitlements, and compensation and is published in Khmer language for easier reading
and understanding. He requested all participants to familiarize with contents of PIB and told
them the technical and resettlement experts present will explain the PIB in detail. He told
the participants that after the technical and resettlement experts completed their
presentations, opportunity will be given to all the participants to ask questions or clarify and
matters pertaining to the Project and subproject. He requested the Deputy Team Leader to
make presentations on the technical aspects of the Project and subproject.
Mr. Ham Nimol, Deputy Team Leader (DTL), paid his respect to H.E Vao Sokha,
MOT, MPWT, PIU members and participants of the meeting. The DTL displayed the general
layout of the proposed Kep coastal road based on the preliminary design. DTL explained
the displayed layout map by indicating that the proposed coast road with a total length of
12km will start from Kep Pier to Provincial Road (PR) 1332 including four sections (i) initial
road section PK 1+200 with designed as an one-way traffic road in order to mitigate the
resettlement impact on the fishing community; (ii) main road section with a total length of
8.25km up to Km 9+450 running along the coast and passing through smaller communities
of fishermen and along private lands and salt production ponds; (iii) 2-km road connecting
the proposed coastal road to PR 1332 starting from Km 9+655 to Pagoda junction on PR
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1332; and (iv) access road to the beach and Angkol village with the length of 0.74km. The
DTL also informed that the detailed design will be developed according to the best option
to minimize the resettlement impact on communities’ assets. The detailed design will be
finalized based on the ongoing topographical survey and adjustment to be made for
minimizing the resettlement impacts. The design team will demarcate the land boundaries
for the IRC-WG to conduct the detailed measurement survey (DMS) and replacement cost
study (RCS) to prepare the detailed resettlement plan. Additional consultations will be
conducted prior to DMS.
Mr. Mel Sophanna, Social Safeguards and Resettlement Specialist (SSRS),
paid his respect to the Deputy Provincial Governor, PMU representative, PIU members,
ADB representative and participants in the meeting. The SSRS explained the involuntary
resettlement categorization of project/subprojects according to the ADB Safeguard Policy
Statement 2009. He explained the ADB’s resettlement and Royal Government of
Cambodia’s resettlement and compensation policies and then explained the cut-off date,
corridor off impact (COI), DMS, RCS, eligibility, entitlement, compensation and grievance
redress mechanism in the PIB. The Subproject construction can start only after the
compensations to the affected properties are made. The SSRS confirmed that the cut-off
date for this subproject is the date of the completion of public consultations conducted with
the DPs, and local authorities during the feasibility study. Any person who occupies the
subproject area after the cut-off date will not be entitled to compensation and other
resettlement assistance under the subproject. The SSRS informed the participants that they
will be given the opportunity to ask questions, clarify any doubts or seek clarifications to any
issues before the closure of the meeting. He also asked them to provide suggestions and
ideas so improve the subproject design for the enhancement of the social and economic
development of the subproject area. At the end, the SSRS expressed his best wishes for
the successful implementation of the subproject for faster economic gains through the
proposed tourism development on the subproject area.
D.

Questions/Requests/Recommendations

H.E Provincial Deputy Governor asked participants to raise their questions related to
Coastal road improvement sub-project. Before giving a floor to participant, he would like to
confirm to participants if they all agree and willing to have this ADB project for Coastal road
improvement from Kep up to provincial road No. 1332? All the participants raised their hand
up to confirm their willingness and supporting the project. Participants told the meeting, they
have no doubts due to clear presentation, especially about compensation policies both
ADB’s and RGC’s.
Question: When will this subproject implementation start and how long will it last?”
Response: The subproject will start as soon as early of the year 2021 and will last for about
660 days from the civil work starting date.
Finally, at 10:30am H.E Vao Sokha gave a closing remark with thanks and best wishes to
participants for their presence in the PCM.
Prepared by
Ms. Tep Chinda
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List of Participants in Public Consultation Meetings
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Public Consultation Meeting at Kep Commune Hall in June 2020
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2.

Minute of Public Consultation Meeting in Angkol village in June 2020

Name of Sub-project: Coastal Road, Kep Town, Kep province
Date: 30-June-2020
Start: 2:00 pm

End: 4:30 pm

Place: Angkol Commune Hall
A. Agenda/Topic
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪

Explanation of Public Information Brochure (PIB);
Preliminary design of the subproject;
Subproject potential impacts on land and non-land assets;
Policies and mitigation measures for impacts on land and non-land assets;
Cut-off date;
Subproject policies on compensation, assistance and resettlement according to the
PIB; and
▪ Proposed grievance redress mechanism.
B. Participants (87 persons M=50, F=37)
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
C.

H.E Vao Sokha, Provincial Deputy Governor and Chairman of PRSC
PMU/MPWT representative
PIU Members
ADB Consultant
PMCES consultants
Commune Authorities
Communities
Discussion

H.E Vao Sokha welcomed participants of the public consultation meeting and
requested for the distribution of the PIB to the participants. The informed the participants
that the PIB contains the information about the Project and Subprojects including the
eligibility and entitlements, and compensation and is published in Khmer language for easier
reading and understanding. He requested all participants to familiarize with contents of PIB
and told them the technical and resettlement experts present will explain the PIB in detailed.
Mr. Ham Nimol, Deputy Team Leader (DTL), paid his respect to H.E Vao Sokha,
MOT, MPWT, PIU members and participants of the meeting. The DTL showed the general
layout of the proposed Kep coastal road based on the preliminary design. The proposed
coast road with a total length of 12km will start from Kep Pier to Provincial Road (PR) 1332
including four sections (i) initial road section PK 1+200 with designed as an one-way road
in order to mitigate the resettlement impact on the fishing community; (ii) main road section
with a total length of 8.25km up to Km9+450 running along the coast and passing small
communities of fishermen and along private lands and salt production ponds; (iii) 2-km road
connecting the proposed coastal road to PR 1332 starting from Km 9+655 to Pagoda
junction on PR 1332; and (iv) access road to the beach and Angkol village with the length
of 0.74km and the width of 14.5m from km9+655 to the end of Angkol branch. The DTL also
informed that the detailed design will be developed according to the best option to minimize
the resettlement impact on communities’ assets. The detailed design will be finalized based
on the ongoing topographical survey and adjustment to be made for minimizing the
resettlement impacts. The design team will demarcate the land boundaries for the IRC-WG
to conduct the detailed measurement survey (DMS) and replacement cost study (RCS) to
prepare the detailed resettlement plan. Additional consultations will be conducted prior to
DMS.
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Mr. Mel Sophanna, Social Safeguards and Resettlement Specialist (SSRS),
paid his respect to the Deputy Provincial Governor, PMU representative, PIU members,
ADB representative and participants in the meeting. The SSRS explained the involuntary
resettlement categorization of project/subprojects according to the ADB Safeguard Policy
Statement 2009. He explained the ADB’s resettlement and Royal Government of
Cambodia’s resettlement and compensation policies and then explained the cut-off date,
corridor off impact (COI), DMS, RCS, eligibility, entitlement, compensation and grievance
redress mechanism in the PIB. The Subproject construction can start only after the
compensations to the affected properties are made. The SSRS confirmed that the cut-off
date for this subproject is the date of the completion of public consultations conducted with
the DPs, and local authorities during the feasibility study. Only those DPs who are in the
corridor of impact or lose their assets on or before the cut-off date will be eligible for
compensation and assistance under the subproject. Any person who occupies the land after
the cut-off date will be ineligible for compensation. The SSRS informed the participants that
they will be given the opportunity to ask questions, clarify any doubts or seek clarifications
to any issues before the closure of the meeting. He also asked them to provide suggestions
and ideas so improve the subproject design for the enhancement of the social and economic
development of the subproject area. At the end, the SSRS expressed his best wishes for
the successful implementation of the subproject for faster economic gains through the
proposed tourism development on the subproject area.
Mr. Tem Sereivouth, ADB Consultant, paid his respect to the Deputy Provincial
Governor, local authorities and people who participated in the meeting. Mr. Sereivouth
mentioned that all the affected land and non-land assets will be compensated based on the
result of the RCS.
D.

Questions/Requests/Recommendations

The Deputy Provincial Governor asked participants to raise their questions related to the
proposed Kep Coastal Road subproject. Before giving a floor to participants, he would like
to confirm to participants if they all agree and support the improvement of the coastal road.
All the participants raised their hand up to confirm their willingness and supporting the
project.

-

Question: A woman, (above 60 years old) from a fishing community at Angkol
beach raised her concern about the proposed road section along Angkol beach
might impact on her house. She asked where her family will live after the land
acquisition of the subproject.

-

Response: The SSRS told her that the IOL will be conducted based on the
preliminary design after the meeting to identify whether her house is affected or not.
However, the road alignment can be adjusted during the detailed engineering design
and the DMS will be carried out once the detailed engineering design is approved.
If her house is affected, she will be paid compensation for the affected house at
replacement cost and other entitlements following policies of the Government and
ADB. The General Department of Resettlement will mobilize an independent and
qualified appraiser to determine the replacement cost who carry out market research
and then calculate the compensation and assistance amount of the lost assets.
Compensation rate will be presented to the DPs prior to finalization of the contract.
A PIB on compensation package will be prepared and distributed and discussed in
the consultation meeting prior to contract offer. For affected structures, cash
compensation at full replacement cost will be paid to the affected structure owners
without any deductions for salvageable materials or depreciation.

Finally, at 4:30pm H.E Vao Sokha gave a closing remarks with thanks and best wishes to
participants for their presence in the meeting.
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Public Consultation Meeting at Angkol commune hall in June 2020
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3.

Minute of Public Consultation Meeting in Kep Town in July 2020

Date: 14-July-2020
Start: 8:00 a.m

End: 09:40 a.m

Place: Kep Commune Hall
A. Agenda/Topic
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪

Explanation of Public Information Brochure (PIB);
Preliminary design of the subproject;
Subproject potential impacts on land and non-land assets;
Policies and mitigation measures for impacts on land and non-land assets;
Cut-off date;
Subproject policies on compensation, assistance and resettlement according to
the PIB; and
▪ Proposed grievance redress mechanism.
B. Participants (38 persons M=23, F=15)
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
C.

H.E Vao Sokha, Provincial Deputy Governor and Chairman of PRSC
PMU/MPWT representative
PIU Members
ADB Consultant
PMCES consultants
Commune Authorities
Communities
Discussion

Mr. Chan Song, Vice Chief of Sangkat Kep, welcomed the vice mayor of Kep,
consultants and representatives from PMU and PIU on behalf of Sangkat chief. He
explained the purpose of the meeting.
Mr. Khorn Vuthy, Vice Mayor of Kep, opened his remark about the project with a
brief on project background. The Vice Mayor of Kep request local authorities and local
people to cooperate and participate in various activities of the subproject together. Then
gave a floor to technical engineer to present the subproject design.
Mr. Ham Nimol, Deputy Team Leader (DTL), paid his respect to H.E Vao Sokha,
MOT, MPWT, PIU members and participants of the meeting. The DTL showed the general
layout of the proposed Kep coastal road based on the preliminary design. The proposed
coast road with a total length of 12km will start from Kep Pier to Provincial Road (PR) 1332
including four sections (i) initial road section PK 1+200 with designed as an one-way road
in order to mitigate the resettlement impact on the fishing community; (ii) main road section
with a total length of 8.25km up to Km9+450 running along the coast and passing small
communities of fishermen and along private lands and salt production ponds; (iii) 2-km road
connecting the proposed coastal road to PR 1332 starting from Km 9+655 to Pagoda
junction on PR 1332; and (iv) access road to the beach and Angkol village with the length
of 0.74km and the width of 14.5m from km9+655 to the end of Angkol branch. The DTL also
informed that the detailed design will be developed according to the best option to minimize
the resettlement impact on communities’ assets. The detailed design will be finalized based
on the ongoing topographical survey and adjustment to be made for minimizing the
resettlement impacts. The design team will demarcate the land boundaries for the IRC-WG
to conduct the detailed measurement survey (DMS) and replacement cost study (RCS) to
prepare the detailed resettlement plan. Additional consultations will be conducted prior to
DMS.
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Mr. Mel Sophanna, Social Safeguards and Resettlement Specialist (SSRS),
paid his respect to the Deputy Provincial Governor, PMU representative, PIU members,
ADB representative and participants in the meeting. The SSRS explained the involuntary
resettlement categorization of project/subprojects according to the ADB Safeguard Policy
Statement 2009. He explained the ADB’s resettlement and Royal Government of
Cambodia’s resettlement and compensation policies and then explained the cut-off date,
corridor off impact (COI), DMS, RCS, eligibility, entitlement, compensation and grievance
redress mechanism in the PIB. The Subproject construction can start only after the
compensations to the affected properties are made. The SSRS confirmed that the cut-off
date for this subproject is the date of the completion of public consultations conducted with
DPs, and local authorities during the feasibility study. The SSRS informed the participants
that they will be given the opportunity to ask questions, clarify any doubts or seek
clarifications to any issues before the closure of the meeting. He also asked them to provide
suggestions and ideas so improve the subproject design for the enhancement of the social
and economic development of the subproject area. At the end, the SSRS expressed his
best wishes for the successful implementation of the subproject for faster economic gains
through the proposed tourism development on the subproject area.
D.

E.

Questions/Requests/Recommendations
-

Question: Where is the starting and ending point of the road?

-

Response: The proposed coastal road starts from Kep pier to Angkol beach and
connects to provincial road PR 1332. There is another proposed road section along
Angkol breach and ending at Angkol village.

-

Question: The participant wondered whether the proposed coastal road will be
within the road RoW preserved by Provincial Department of Land Management.

-

Response: Based on the land management system, the road RoW is 9m, however,
the road has a width of 8m. Furthermore, the detailed engineering design will be
developed to avoid impacts on land and on-land assets , if not avoided, minimize
the impacts.

-

Question: The participant asked if the shoreline side will be affected by the road
improvement.

-

Response: According to the preliminary design, the road section is only 8m wide,
so it will not impact on the seaside. There are also drainage systems along that side.
The road construction might only reach to the people’s house stairs. The first road
section from Koh Tonsay is the one-way road.

-

Question: The participants would like to know how the cut-off date will be disclosed
to the community.

-

Response: The cut-off date will be informed to affected community and households
as well as posted in accessible public places in the subproject area. Any people who
settle in the subproject areas after the cut-off date will not be entitled to
compensation and resettlement assistance under the subproject.
Closing the meeting

- Mr. Hou Phallaravy, PIU Chairman, expressed his respect to all the participants.
- Finally, at 9:45am Mr. Hou Phallaravy gave a closing remarks with thanks and best
wishes to participants for their presence in the PCM.
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Public Consultation Meeting at Kep Commune Hall in July 2020
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4.

Minute of Public Consultation Meeting in Angkol commune in July 2020

Date: 14-July-2020
Start: 10:30 a.m

End: 11:45 a.m

Place: Angkol Commune Hall
A.

Agenda/Topic

▪
▪
▪
▪
▪

Explanation of Public Information Brochure (PIB);
Preliminary design of the subproject;
Subproject potential impacts on land and non-land assets;
Policies and mitigation measures for impacts on land and non-land assets;
Cut-off date;

▪

Subproject policies on compensation, assistance and resettlement according to the
PIB; and

▪

Proposed grievance redress mechanism.

B. Participants (24 persons M=20, F=4)
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
▪
C.

H.E Vao Sokha, Deputy Provincial Governor and Chairman of PRSC
PMU/MPWT representative
PIU Members
ADB Consultant
PMCES consultants
Commune Authorities
Communities
Discussion

Mr. Chan Song, Vice Chief of Sangkat Kep, welcomed the vice mayor of Kep,
consultants and representatives from PMU and PIU on behalf of Sangkat chief. He
explained the purpose of the meeting.
Mr. Khorn Vuthy, Vice Mayor of Kep, opened his remark about the project with a
brief on project background. The Vice Mayor of Kep request local authorities and local
people to cooperate and participate in various activities of the subproject together. Then
gave a floor to technical engineer to present the subproject design.
Mr. Ham Nimol, Deputy Team Leader (DTL), paid his respect to H.E Vao Sokha,
MOT, MPWT, PIU members and participants of the meeting. The DTL showed the general
layout of the proposed Kep coastal road based on the preliminary design. The proposed
coast road with a total length of 12km will start from Kep Pier to Provincial Road (PR) 1332
including four sections (i) initial road section PK 1+200 with designed as an one-way road
in order to mitigate the resettlement impact on the fishing community; (ii) main road section
with a total length of 8.25km up to Km9+450 running along the coast and passing small
communities of fishermen and along private lands and salt production ponds; (iii) 2-km road
connecting the proposed coastal road to PR 1332 starting from Km 9+655 to Pagoda
junction on PR 1332; and (iv) access road to the beach and Angkol village with the length
of 0.74km and the width of 14.5m from km9+655 to the end of Angkol branch. There is lane
for car (7m), lane for motorcycle (1.5m) and 1m for sidewalk with the drainage system,
public utilities (electricity, optic cables and water supply system under the sidewalk. The
DTL also informed that the detailed design will be developed according to the best option
to minimize the resettlement impact on communities’ assets. The detailed design will be
finalized based on the ongoing topographical survey and adjustment to be made for
minimizing the resettlement impacts. The design team will demarcate the land boundaries
for the IRC-WG to conduct the detailed measurement survey (DMS) and replacement cost
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study (RCS) to prepare the detailed resettlement plan. Additional consultations will be
conducted prior to DMS.
Mr. Mel Sophanna, Social Safeguards and Resettlement Specialist (SSRS), paid his
respect to the Deputy Provincial Governor, PMU representative, PIU members, ADB
representative and participants in the meeting. The SSRS explained the involuntary
resettlement categorization of project/subprojects according to the ADB Safeguard Policy
Statement 2009. He explained the ADB’s resettlement and Royal Government of
Cambodia’s resettlement and compensation policies and then explained the cut-off date,
corridor off impact (COI), DMS, RCS, eligibility, entitlement, compensation and grievance
redress mechanism in the PIB. The Subproject construction can start only after the
compensations to the affected properties are made. The SSRS confirmed that the cut-off
date for this subproject is the date of the completion of public consultations conducted with
DPs, and local authorities during the feasibility study. The SSRS informed the participants
that they will be given the opportunity to ask questions, clarify any doubts or seek
clarifications to any issues before the closure of the meeting. He also asked them to provide
suggestions and ideas so improve the subproject design for the enhancement of the social
and economic development of the subproject area. At the end, the SSRS expressed his
best wishes for the successful implementation of the subproject for faster economic gains
through the proposed tourism development on the subproject area.
D.

Questions/Requests/Recommendations

Question: The potentially AHs request that the affected land will be compensated
based on market price.
Response: The affected land will be compensated by replacement cost. For
affected structures, cash compensation at full replacement cost will be paid to the affected
structure owners without any deductions for salvageable materials or depreciation. The
affected trees will be compensated at market rate. The General Department of Resettlement
will mobilize an independent and qualified appraiser to determine the replacement cost who
carry out market research and then calculate the compensation and assistance amount of
the lost assets. Compensation rate will be presented to the DPs prior to finalization of the
contract. A PIB on compensation package will be prepared and distributed and discussed
in the consultation meeting prior to contract offer.
-

Question: When will the subproject commence?

Response: The AHs will be announced the implementation schedule at least three
(3) months in advance before the construction activities start. There will be additional
consultation meetings until the compensation is fully paid. The AHs will be kept informed
about the subproject schedule.
Mrs. Kim Channy, District governor: first, she gave her respect to all participants
and thankful to the people who donated their land to build the road. Because there is an
existing road here, so she requested to ADB project to expand that road until 12 meters
width. Hence, the project should compensate the need 3 meters more on both sizes
because the landowners already donate 3m each for constructing this road before. She
gave a notice that when project completed the construction, we will not allow to fill up
residential area/land higher than the road. It is to prevent water overflow on the road which
cause road damage and not last long. Moreover, the house has to build far from the fence
4 meters. The last, if the people have any concern, please contact to authority or to her
phone 085 333 000.
E.

Closing the meeting

By 11:45am, H.E Vao Sokha gave a closing remarks with thanks and best wishes to
participants for their presence in the PCM.
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List of Participants in the Public Consultation Meeting
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Photos Taken during the Consultation Meetings

Public Consultation Meeting at Angkol Commune Hall in July 2020
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Appendix 3: Minutes of Focus Group Discussions
Two focus group discussions (FGDs) with women from the affected households were
conducted by the FGD Facilitators to discuss their livelihoods, vulnerability status, health
conditions, women’s enhancement, conflict resolution, gender issues and obtain the
opinion/views and concerns about the proposed subproject. The date, time, venue, and
number of participants is summarized the table below.
Date
14 Sep 2020
14 Sep 2020
1.

Time
Start
End
08:45 am
10.50 am
02:30 pm
04:45 pm

Venue
Angkol Commune Hall
Angkol Commune Hall

No of
Participants
7
7

FGD Facilitators: Ms. Khuoy Maredeub, Ms. Tep Chinda Introduction

The FGD facilitators introduced themselves and then asked participants to introduce
themselves one by one. Ms. Chinda informed to all the participants about the proposed Kep
Coastal Road subproject. She mentioned that in July there was a team conducting the
resettlement impact assessment study among potential affected households at Angkol
village of proposed Kep Coastal Road. This FGD was conducted to gather more information
about livelihoods of affected women such as main occupation, income, etc., gender issues,
vulnerability, participation of men and women in the subproject and also to record their
concerns about the proposed subproject.
In the FGD Interview Guide provided by the international resettlement expert, there are four
separate groups of AHs including (i) groups of severely AHs; (ii) groups of women; (iii)
groups of vulnerable households; and (iv) groups of ethnic households.
For proposed Kep Coastal Road subproject, according to the IOL result, there are no ethnic
affected households in the subproject area and the numbers of severely affected
households and vulnerable households at Angkol village are both small (less than 10
households for each group).
2.

Livelihoods

Questions to be discussed: What is your main occupation of household members? What is
the most common occupation of people in your village? What are the cultivated crops and
trees and how important are they for household economy? What forest products do you? Is
there community owned forest land in your village? What kind of problems do people in your
village have to face related to their livelihoods? Are there any women in your village who
own land, house, property? Can women own land? House? Other property? Explain if it is
culturally appropriate or customary, if there are any legal or cultural obstacles for women to
own land, houses, and other property; What kind of problems do people in your village have
related to their livelihoods? What other income sources do women have in your village,
apart from farming? What are the most common available jobs for people in your village?
Average monthly income per capita of women in your village? Average monthly household
income in your village?
The main occupations of the 14 females participating in the FGD are teacher (1), farmer
(1), fisherwomen (3), crab meat worker (2), businesswomen (grocery shop owner) (3),
Khmer cake vendors (3) and a housewife. The most common occupation of women in the
village are fisherwomen. They mostly go fishing with their husbands. Other common jobs of
the villagers in the village are Khmer cake vendors, fishermen, farmers, and hired laborer
(crab meat workers, doing washing dishes at eateries). There are few farmers cultivating
rice in the Angkol village and they grow the rice for household consumption only but not for
sale because most of them have small areas of farmland and there is lack of irrigation water
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and seeds for planting . Regarding the land ownership, one of the participants told that she
owns land alone as her husband was away from the village and did not return on time during
land registration being made. Moreover, other women (widows) also own lands, houses, or
other properties as well. There are not any legal or customary/cultural obstacles for women
to own land, houses, and other property in their village.
Villagers of Angkol have no forest products such as wild-growing vegetables, herbs,
mushrooms, firewood, rattan, etc. Angkol villagers have a community mangrove forest land.
However, this mangrove forest land is under the management of provincial department of
fishery. According to their discussion, average monthly income of women in their village is
about $100 - $150 per person per month and average monthly household income in the
village are ranging between $250 - $300 per household per month.
The major problem that the villagers have faced with is the decrease in fishing activities due
to lack of sea food products. Besides, farmers have small land without irrigation system to
produce rice, other crops, or grow any vegetables.
3. Vulnerable households
Questions to be discussed: Are there any female-headed households in your village? Why
are these household’s female-headed? (reasons for example: divorce, death of husband,
husband working away/abroad, etc.) What kind of households are the poorest ones in your
village? (e.g. family with many children, old person without relatives in the village, household
with sick/handicapped family members)
There are about 30 female-headed households in the Angkol village since their husbands
died or they divorced already. The participants mentioned that the poorest households are
those female-headed households with no regular source of monthly income.
4. Health
Questions to be discussed: What are the most common health problems you and your
family experience? When you need health services, where do you go? How do you travel
there and how long time does it take? Where do women go to check-ups during pregnancy?
How far is that clinic? Where do most women give birth? How far is that clinic/hospital from
your village? How do most women travel there (by e.g. motorbike, ox chart, car, bus) and
how long time does it take to get there? Do you know what HIV/AIDS is? If Yes, how did
you learn about it?
The most common health problems that they and their family members have experienced
include diabetes, high blood pressure and arthritis. The majority of the participants seek
healthcare service at Damnak Chang”oeu district referral hospital and a private clinic at Kep
town. The commune health center is the nearest one where they can access health service
and medical check-up during pregnancy, while the district referral hospital which is further
is the place most of the women give birth. The local health officers and village chief are the
main persons who disseminate the information on HIV/AIDS to everyone in the village.
Among the participants, there was one HIV/AIDS patient who shared with the group about
how she got health care service and check-up after she became a HIV/AIDS patient.16
5.

Women’s enhancement

Questions to be discussed: What kind of specific problems do women in your village have
related to their livelihoods, family life, health? Are there any local women’s
groups/organizations in your village? Is there any female leader in your village? Are there

16

This woman was from the afternoon group of who participated in FGDs.
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any NGOs/aid organizations working in your village currently or in the past? Is there any
government agency or NGO providing micro loans for livelihoods improvement in your
village?
There are no local women’s groups or organizations and there are no government agencies
or NGOs providing micro loans for livelihoods improvement in their village.
6. Conflict resolution
Questions to be discussed: If there is a dispute or a conflict between different people or
households in the village (e.g., if one household’s animals are eating another household’s
crops, if somebody is leaving rubbish on another household’s land, if somebody is behaving
in a non-acceptable way) how do you solve conflicts in the village, to whom do people go
with their complaints, and how are conflicts then handled and resolved? Are conflicts
sometimes taken to village level to be solved, and what kind of conflict resolution system is
there at village level? Are/How women involved in conflict resolution? Village level, district
level?
According group discussion, there was a dispute, or a conflict happened between people in
Angkol village. The conflict was about the blocking village path. There was a landowner
who closed the path where villagers used to access in their village. The dispute was not
solved by villagers themselves. However, it was done under the intervention by the local
authorities.
7. Gender issues
Questions to be discussed: What are differences between men and women in participating
in public activities and decision making? What are differences between men and women in
participating in income-generating activities? Are there any cultural and social constraints
for women to participate in subproject’s activities such as public consultations, DMS, SES
and RCS?
All participants raised in the group discussion that there are no significant differences
between men and women in participating in public activities and decision making today.
Today, men and women participate equally in income-generating activities for their families.
There are no cultural and social constraints for women to participate in the subproject’s
activities such as public consultations, DMS, SES and RCS.
8. Opinion/views and concerns about the proposed subproject
Questions to be discussed: What are your thoughts about the proposed subproject? What
positive impacts do you expect from the subproject? Do you foresee any negative impacts
or risks from the subproject? Can you give any recommendations for how to prevent or
mitigate those problems or risks? There will be job opportunities available for local
(unskilled) workers in the subproject construction. Would you be interested to work for the
subproject and earn income? Preference for compensation for affected land and other
assets. Preference for relocation? Which supports do you want to be provided by the
subproject to restore their income/livelihoods as the level of pre-project.
At the end of the discussion, the participants suggested that if possible the road at section
3 (along Angkol beach) should not be wider and the road alignment in this section should
be close to the beach to minimize the impacts on houses of villagers and avoiding physical
displacement. The facilitators responded to the participants that their opinions will be
considered during the detailed engineering design of the subproject which is on-going. It
was also noted that the design team have been considered to reduce the road width of the
section to the minimum where existing houses are present by eliminating the bicycle lane
and reducing the shoulder width, and the sidewalk width to the absolute minimum while
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preparing the detailed engineering design. All the participants expected that all Angkol
villagers, especially women will be benefit after the subproject is completed. If there are job
opportunities available, especially for unskilled workers during the subproject construction,
most of the participants expressed interest in the jobs created especially for the unskilled
workers by the subproject to earn for their income.
The participants were informed that during the preparation of the DRP following the detailed
engineering design of the proposed subproject, one professional independent appraiser or
firm (RCS consultant) will be mobilized by the GDR to conduct the RCS in the subproject
area in order to determine compensation rates reflecting current market prices for different
types of affected land, structures, and trees. The RCS will be valid for one year after the
completion of DMS and if the offer of the compensation and/or assistance is not made to
the DPs within this period, the replacement cost will be updated to reflect the prevailing
market valuation by the RCS consultant. A detailed needs assessment of the eligible AHs
on the income restoration supports will be also conducted during the DRP preparation. If
resettlement sites are required to be developed by the subproject, they must have the
criteria which will be selected in consultation with the AHs. The self-relocation households
are entitled to compensation for compensated for affected houses at replacement cost; and
(ii) provided with cash assistance per household for the transportation of goods and assets
in affected houses as they shift them back. The rates of the transportation of good will be
determined by the RCS consultant.
The participants told the FGD Facilitators that if their residential land is fully affected by the
subproject, they will opt for self-relocation. They further proposed to be provided with a fair
compensation for the loss of land so that they could buy another plot of residential land in
the area where they are living. If they are relocated to the resettlement sites offered by the
subproject, the resettlement sites must be (i) within the Angkol village or in a location fully
developed with public facilities such as water, electricity connection, access schools, health
centers and religious practices; and (ii) close to the sea as their main source of livelihood is
fish because most of them are fishermen. The participants were informed that the criteria
for the selection of suitable relocation sites will be discussed with and agreed by the AHs if
relocation sites are required to be developed by the subproject. Regarding income
restoration measures, the participants would like to attend a vocational training course on
tourism and hospitality to work in restaurants, bars and hotels. They were informed that a
detail needs assessment of the eligible AHs regarding the income restoration measures will
be carried out during preparing the DRP so that they could discuss their preference in more
detail. The participants were told the income restoration program will be for those AHs/DPs
who will permanently lose their main source of livelihood.
9. Conclusions
All the participants in the FGD were happy and looking forward to the implementation of the
proposed Kep Coastal Road in the Angkol village.
List of participants in the FGD from 08:45am to 10:50am
No
1
2
3
4
5
6
7

Name
Choeng Rom
Un Thea
Oeng Seang
Chhoeng Lykheng
Yieng Ry
Beurn Leak
Ke Reth
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Sex
F
F
F
F
F
F
F

Occupation
Farmer
Fisherwoman
Businesswoman
Fisherwoman
Vendor
Fisherwoman
Vendor

Remarks
Selling grocery
Khmer Cake seller
Khmer Cake seller
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Photos of FGD

Source: PMCES, FGD, September 2020

2.

List of participants in the FGD from 02:30pm to 04:45pm
No
1
2
3
4
5
6
7

Name
Mov Aisrun
Chan Saroeun
Sue Aov
Meas Nhorn
Yun Chanthoeun
Ing Cheng
Thou Sarath

Sex
F
F
F
F
F
F
F

Occupation
Businesswoman
Teacher
Housewife
Worker
Fisherwoman
Vendor
Businesswoman

Remarks
Selling grocery
Government staff
crab meat worker
Khmer Cake seller
Khmer Cake seller
Selling grocery

Photos of FGD

Source: PMCES, FGD, September 2020
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Group Discussions with of Men in Displaced Households
Place: Angkol Commune Hall
Topic: Livelihood and opinion/views and concerns about the proposed subproject
Date: 14 September 2020
Starting Time: 8:30 A.M
Ending Time: 10:30 A.M
Number of Participants: 11 (Male = 11)
FGD Facilitators: Mr. Mel Sophanna and Ms. Yem Sreyneath.
1.

Introduction

Mr. Mel Sophanna, Social Safeguard and Resettlement Specialist (SSRS), introduced
himself and asked the participants to introduce themselves. The SSRS mentioned to
participants that this Focus Group Discussion (FGD) was conducted to collect additional
information related to livelihood and opinion/views and concerns of the participants about
the proposed Kep Coastal Road subproject. He said that the FGD was conducted with the
households who had been identified as potentially displaced households (AHs) during the
Inventory of Losses (IOL) based on the preliminary engineering design of the subproject.
He outlined the FGD Interview Guide provided by the international resettlement expert that
there are four separate groups of AHs including (i) groups of severely AHs; (ii) groups of
women; (iii) groups of vulnerable households; and (iv) groups of ethnic households.
For proposed Kep Coastal Road subproject, according to the IOL result, there are no ethnic
displaced households in the subproject area and the numbers of severely displaced
households and vulnerable households at Angkol village are both small (less than 10
households for each group).
2. Livelihoods
Questions: What is your main occupation of household members? What is the most
common occupation of people in your village? What are the cultivated crops and trees (e.g.
rice, beans, which vegetables, which fruit trees, rubber, etc.) and how important are they
for household economy? What forest products do you use (e.g. wild-growing vegetables,
herbs, mushrooms, firewood, rattan, etc. if any)? Is there community owned forest land in
your village? What kind of problems do people in your village have to face related to their
livelihoods? Average monthly household income in your village? What is your plan of
remaining/developing your livelihoods?
Among the 11 participants, there are two farmers, two construction workers, one
businessman, four fishermen, one government staff and one househusband. Most of them
said that fishing is the most common occupation of the displaced household members.
Regarding the most common occupation of local people in Angkol village, all the participants
pointed out that about 50% of the villagers are farmers, 40% are fishermen, 5% are
businessman (selling grocery, food, sea food etc.); 3% are government staff (teacher,
police, soldier) and 2% are construction workers. It is noted that all the farmers cultivate
only rice as the main crop. Even though farmers account for about 50%, most of the villagers
own small areas of farmland. Therefore, their rice yield is not sufficient to support their
families in a year-round and fishing is still the main income source of the villagers at Angkol
village. Generally, most of the participants estimated that the average monthly household
income of the villagers at Angkol village is ranging from $250 - $300.
The villagers have no forest products (e.g. wild-growing vegetables, herbs, mushrooms,
firewood, rattan, etc. if any). Angkol villagers have a community mangrove forest land.
However, this mangrove forest land is under the management of provincial department of
fishery.
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Regarding the problems related to livelihood that the villagers have encountered, all the
participants of the FGD raised that the decrease in seafood products leading to the decline
in their output from fishery is the outstanding issue that the villagers have dealt with today.
Additionally, farmers have small land without irrigation system to produce rice, other crops
or grow any vegetables. Moreover, another problem for fishermen as well as villagers is the
challenging with the “theft”. Their fishing tools and as well boats have been stolen
frequently. Participants mentioned the police have yet to catch any of the thieves.
In terms of the plan for the livelihood restoration and development, all the participants have
no plan to restore or develop their livelihood at all. They hope the proposed Kep coastal
road subproject will improve their standard of living via tourism. When the road is improved,
more tourists will visit this beach so the villagers will have more business or work to earn
for their living aside from fishing.
3. Opinion/views and concerns about the proposed subproject
Questions: What are your thoughts about the impacts of the subproject on your income and
livelihoods? If your agricultural land is fully affected, what are your plans to restore your
income? If your residential land is fully affected or partially affected but the remaining land
is not sufficient to stay, do your families have another place to move to? In your opinion,
which criteria must the resettlement sites of the subproject have? Which supports do you
want to be provided by the subproject to restore their income/livelihoods as the level of preproject? Which supports do you want to be provided by the subproject during relocation in
a new place?
Generally, all the participants mentioned that proposed Kep Coastal Road subproject will
bring benefits to Angkol villagers and tourists to the Angkol beach. They said that the
subproject construction would not have any severe impact on their income and livelihood
as most of the villagers are engaged in doing fishing, but it would cause minor impacts on
small business such as shops and grocery stores. Regarding the questions “If your
agricultural land is fully affected, what are your plans to restore your income?”, most of
participants said they have no agricultural land along the proposed road. There is only one
participant whose farmland will be affected by the section 4 of the proposed road. However,
his agricultural land will be partially affected, furthermore, he has not cultivated the affected
land recently. All the participants said that they have no other piece of land to move to if
their residential land is fully affected or partially affected but the remaining land is not
sufficient to stay. Noticeably, the majority of the participants in the FGD (97%) preferred to
self-relocate while the remaining 3% hesitated to make a selection because they were not
sure how much compensation they will receive for their affected residential land. However,
most of them proposed that if their residential land is be fully affected by the subproject they
should be provided with a fair compensation of the loss which is sufficient to buy another
residential land in the area where they are living. In case they are relocated to the
resettlement sites of the subproject, the resettlement sites must be (i) within the Angkol
village or the location with completed facilities (water, electricity connection, access to
school, health centers and religious practices); and (ii) close to the sea because they are
fishermen.
In terms of the proposed supports for their income restoration, the majority of the
participants would like to be provided with a vocational training program related to tourism
service such as restaurant, hotel management and hospitality skills. It was noted during the
FGD that their detailed needs assessment will be undertaken when the DRP is being
prepared. They were informed that the compensation unit rates for affected land and nonland assets, qualified and experienced experts hired by the GDR will undertake the
valuation of acquired land and non-land assets to formulate the compensation unit rates
reflecting current market prices for different types of affected land, structures, and trees.
The rates will be valid for one year from the date of the endorsement of the RCS report by
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the IRC. If the offer of the compensation and/or assistance is not made to the DPs within
this period, the replacement cost will be updated to reflect the prevailing market valuation
by the RCS consultant.
The participants wondered whether the proposed road could be built within the 50m ROW
of the beach. The facilitator explained that this is impossible as the road section will be
newly constructed, not rehabilitated only. They also asked if the road width of the section 3
could be reduced to avoid physical displacement of local people if possible. The concern
has been considered during preparation of the detailed engineering design of the
subproject.
4. Conclusions
All participants as well as authorities were happy and wished the subproject would be
implemented as soon as possible.
List of participants in the FGD
No
Name
Sex
Occupation
1 Horn Prohors
M Construction worker
2 Kreurn Yang
M Farmer
3 Sou Phally
M Businessman
4 Ing Chhork
M Fisherman
5 Chou Toen
M Teacher
6 Huon Doeurn
M Fisherman
7 Pich Rath
M Fisherman
8 Thai Seang
M Farmer
9 Sou Hav
M Fisherman
10 Khun Lonh
11 Nop Ry
Photos of FGD

5.

M

No occupation

M

Construction worker

Remarks
selling sea food

staying home due to his old
age

6.

8.
7.
Source: PMCES, FGD, September 2020
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Appendix 4: Summary of Rapid Replacement Cost Study
A. Methodology
The Rapid Replacement Cost Study (RRCS) for affected land, structures and trees was
conducted from 3 to 7 July 2020. The study was carried out to gather the current market
price of the affected land, structures and trees. The results of the RRCS are used to
calculate the compensation rates for land, structures and trees to ensure that the affected
assets are compensated at full replacement cost.
The methods that were used by the RRCS team to collect the information on the current
market price of the affected land and non-land assets, are:
•

•

•

Collecting the evidence of successful transactions of residential land and agricultural
land in the area from Kep Provincial Department of Land Management, Urban
Planning and Construction, conducting of consultation with affected households
(AHs) about the price of residential land and agricultural land that they are willing to
sell or buy.
Collecting the price of structures and trees regulated by the Government that were
applied for compensation for affected assets by the Projects funded by international
funding agencies and/or by the Government in period of 2019 – 2020. The
information is used for discussions with AHs on the compensation unit rates for
affected structures and trees.
Direct interviews: 28 interviews were carried out by the RRCS team. The participants
of the interviews include Kep town authority; Damnak Chang’oeu district authority;
village heads of Angkol village and Kep village; house and shop owners;
construction contractors; construction material shops; buyers and sellers of land and
trees in locality; AHs and non-displaced households.

Replacement cost for affected land is the market price of the affected land, plus relevant
transaction costs, taxes and other administrative costs. The replacement cost for the
affected structures is equal to market cost for the construction of the same but new
construction materials, including transportation costs to the locality, plus with the labor cost
to re-build. The affected trees are compensated at the market rate. For affected lands, the
amount of relevant taxes and administration costs will be determined during the RCS which
will be conducted during the preparation of the DRP and the same may either be added to
the amount of compensation to be given to the affected land owners, in which case the AHs
will be responsible for paying the same to the concerned government agencies, or the
project executing agency (MOT) will retain the calculated amount of taxes and
administration costs and will be responsible for directly paying the same to the concerned
government agencies.
B. Results of the Rapid Replacement Cost Study
1. Land
The PMCES consultant directly interviewed five (5) households that have recently bought
or sold residential land and agricultural land in the subproject villages. In addition, five (5)
AHs were interviewed on the prices of residential land that they are willing to buy or sell.
The consultant also found out from local residents, subject to confirmation or validation
through official records of Kep Provincial Department of Land Management, Urban Planning
and Construction, Kep town authority and Damnak Chang’Oeu district authority the price of
residential land and agricultural land that was transacted by local households in the past 6
months to 1 year in the community or nearby areas. The results of RRCS for the land are
shown in the following table.
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Table 4 – 1: Market Price of Affected Land
Commune

Angkol

Kep

Type of Land
Residential land
- Location 1: next to the beach
- Location 2: access road to Angkol
village (far from the beach)
- Location 3: Others
Agricultural land
Residential land

Market Price ($ per m2)
280.00
75.00
50.00
45.00
40.00

Source: The RRCS, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

2. Structures
Ten interviews with 5 AHs, 2 non-AHs, 2 construction contractors and 1 construction
materials shop owner were conducted during the RRCS. The issues covered by the
interviews include:
▪

Interviews with displaced and non-displaced households: construction materials (the
materials used for current structures, type of shop where the owners bought
construction materials, distance of transport, etc.); labor cost (the daily wage of
construction workers; if the owners built the structures by themselves, they use their
own labor or hire other people, etc.);

▪

Interviews with construction contractors: main materials that used to build the
affected structures; cost for the materials; cost of labor; average construction cost
per square meter floor; validation of regional construction prices;

Nine types of house/house-cum-shops and 14 types of other structures were identified
during the IOL. Construction materials of each type of structures are given in the table
below.
Table 4 – 2: Type of Affected Structures in Subproject Area
No.
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

Construction materials of Affected Structure
Story
Roof
Wall
Column
Floor
Type
Houses/House-cum-shops
Ground Floor
Zinc
Zinc
Wood
Board
1A
Ground Floor
Zinc
Board
Wood
Board
1B
Ground Floor
Zinc
Brick
Concrete
Concrete
1C
Ground Floor
Zinc
Concrete
Concrete
Tile
1D
Ground Floor
Zinc
Zinc
Small wood
Concrete
1E
Ground Floor
Zinc
Zinc
Small wood
Tile
1F
Ground Floor
Zinc
Brick
Steel
Concrete
1G
Ground Floor
Zinc
Brick
Wood
Concrete
1H
Ground Floor
Zinc
Zinc
Wood
Soil
1I
Secondary structures (Shop/Kiosks, Extended Eaves, Toilets, Kitchens, etc)
Ground floor
Zinc
Zinc
Wood
Tile
SS1
Ground floor
Zinc
Zinc
Wood
Soil
SS2
Ground floor
Zinc
Zinc
Small Wood
Soil
SS3
Ground floor
Zinc
Weaving bamboo Small wood
Soil
SS4
Ground floor
Zinc
None
Wood
Board
SS5
Ground floor
Zinc
None
Steel
Concrete
SS6
Ground floor
Zinc
None
Concrete
Concrete
SS7
Ground floor
Zinc
Zinc
Steel
Concrete
SS8
Ground floor
Zinc
None
Small wood
Concrete
SS9
Ground floor
Zinc
Tent
Wood
Concrete
SS10
Ground floor
Tent
None
Small wood
Concrete
SS11
Ground floor
Zinc
Zinc
Small wood
Tile
SS12
Ground floor
Zinc
Leafthatch/
Small wood
Soil
SS13
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No.
24

Construction materials of Affected Structure
Roof
Wall
Column
Tent
Brick
Concrete

Story
Ground floor

Floor
Soil

Type
SS14

Source: The RRCS, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

The results of RRCS for the affected structures are shown in the following table.
Table 4 - 3: Replacement Cost of Affected Structures
Type

Unit

Cost per Square Meter by type of construction materials and
labor (in $ per unit)
Roof
Wall
Column
Floor
labor
Total Cost

Houses/House-cum-shops
1A
m2
12.46
15.91
7.21
10.25
13.01
1B
m2
12.46
18.76
7.21
10.25
15.01
1C
m2
15.46
23.4
23.35
18.51
38.01
1D
m2
17.46
24.41
23.36
21.51
40.01
1E
m2
8.50
4.2
6.30
18.51
10.25
1F
m2
8.50
4.2
6.30
21.51
8.50
1G
m2
12.46
23.4
15.7
18.51
12.80
1H
m2
12.46
23.4
7.21
18.51
8.50
1I
m2
12.46
4.2
7.21
0.00
7.00
1J
m2
12.46
23.4
7.21
0.00
8.50
Secondary structures (Shop/Kiosks, Extended Eaves, Toilets, Kitchens, etc)
SS1
m2
4.50
3.40
8.30
8.35
6.00
SS2
m2
4.50
3.40
6.20
0.00
3.80
SS3
m2
4.50
3.40
4.50
0.00
3.80
SS4
m2
3.40
1.50
4.50
0.00
3.20
SS5
m2
4.50
0.00
3.00
6.40
3.80
SS6
m2
4.50
0.00
3.75
6.60
6.30
SS7
m2
4.50
0.00
8.60
6.60
5.50
SS8
m2
4.50
3.40
3.75
6.60
5.50
SS9
m2
4.50
0.00
4.50
6.60
5.50
SS10
m2
4.50
1.55
3.00
6.60
5.50
SS11
m2
2.20
0.00
4.50
6.60
4.50
SS12
m2
4.50
3.40
4.50
6.60
6.00
SS13
m2
2.20
1.30
4.50
0.00
3.50
SS14
m2
1.55
23.40
8.60
0.00
4.50
Other secondary structures (fence, gate)
F1 (wire
fence with
m
wooden
post)
F2 (concrete
post with
m
steel wire)
F3 (concrete
fence with
m2
concrete
post)
G1 (pagoda
Lump
gate)
sum

58.84
63.69
118.73
126.75
47.76
49.01
82.87
70.08
30.87
51.57
30.55
17.90
16.20
12.60
17.70
21.15
25.20
23.75
21.10
21.15
17.80
25.00
11.50
38.05

5.00

9.50

31.00

25,000.00

Source: The RRCS, PMCES Consultant, July 2020

2. Trees
The market rates of the affected trees were gathered through the interviews with two (2)
affected tree owners; two (2) non-affected tree owners; and two (2) market shop owners of
trees and two (2) representatives of local authority. The participants were interviewed about
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the price that the owners were willing to sell and the price of affected trees in the market.
The average market prices of affected trees are shown in the table below.
Table 4 – 4: Market Price of Affected Fruit Trees
Ages of Trees

No.

Types of
Trees

Unit

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10

Mango
Coconut
Dwarf coconut
Sdao Neem
Palm Tree
Custard apple
Guava
Lemon
Tamarin
Banana

Tree
Tree
Tree
Tree
Tree
Tree
Tree
Tree
Tree
Bunch

under 3 years
$22.00
$18.00
$11.00
$15.00
$5.00
$4.00
$7.00
$12.00

3 – 5 years
$40.00
$30.00
$40.00
$21.00
$35.00
$15.00
$11.00
$17.00
$23.00
$8.00

5 years and over
$62.00
$70.00
$85.00
$35.00
$55.00
$20.00
$15.00
$25.00
$35.00

Source: The RRCS, PMCES Consultant, July 2020
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Appendix 5: Letter of Cut-off Date for Kep Coastal Road Subproject
13.

14.
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15.
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16.
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17.
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Appendix 6: Some Photos During the IOL

18.

19.
IOL Implementation
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Appendix 7: Internal Monitoring Indicators
Issues
Set up of institutional
arrangements
DMS and contract signing

Compensation payments for
entitlements

Relocation
Grievance
mechanism

redress

Public consultations

Budget expenditures
Livelihood support program,
where applicable

Overall progress against
agreed
implementation
schedule;
Others

Monitoring Indicators
▪ Establishment of IRC-WG, PRSC, PRSC-WG, and PGRC
▪ Completion of DMS - Number of DPs and overall %
• Completion of Draft Contracts- Number of DPs and overall %
▪ Completion of Contract Signing- Number of DPs, Number
Unlocated/Uncontactable and overall %
▪ Number of AHs paid
▪ Number of AHs not paid and reason
▪ Payments by category of losses
▪ Timelines for disbursements
▪ Disbursements for poor and vulnerable groups (if any)
▪ Number of AHs paid allowances as mentioned in the
entitlement matrix
▪ Overall % of Budget Disbursed for Compensation
▪ Number of AHs that have moved their houses/shops back to
the available land behind the affected shops or another place
▪ Number of complaints and nature of complaints
▪ Number of complaints resolved
▪ Number of complaints on pending and at what level of the
GRM
▪ Number of types of consultation meetings
▪ Summary of main issues raised, if any
▪ Number of meeting participants disaggregated by gender
▪ Number of PIB distributed to the participants
▪ Budget expenditures by category
▪ Overall % of budget disbursement
▪ Number of DPs eligible for land-based, employment, support
based and business/enterprise-based program (if applicable)
▪ Disbursement of financial support grant across the three
programs
▪ Disbursements for poor and vulnerable group
▪ Number of AHs who opted for skills training (women, men,
and vulnerable groups)
▪ Number of AHs who opted for micro/small business training
▪ Participation rate in training
▪ Number of AHs provided with assistance for temporary
disruption of business/
▪ Any delay and reason
▪ Check if the outstanding issues raised in the previous
monitoring reports have been addressed or not.

AHs = Affected Households, DMS = Detailed Measurement Survey, DPs = Displaced Persons, IRC-WG = InterMinisterial Resettlement Committee Working Group, PRGC = Provincial Grievance Redress Committee, PRSC
= Provincial Resettlement Sub-Committee, PRSC-WG = Provincial Resettlement Sub-Committee Working
Group.
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