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Comparison of field data

A report comparing data collected by the IRC and the independent NGO STT
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Introduction

Sahmakum Teang Thaut (STEgan its project to monitoresettlement impacts othe Asian
Development Bank (ADB) and9RID funded rehabilitation of Cambodia's decrepit railways in late
2009.Initially, some 40 communities living alongi®m Penh's main and branch |sweere

identified, based on urban poor settlements documented in The 8 Khan Survey published by STT in
December 2009.

Following site visits by staff as well as discussions with affected communities, four target
communities were chosen based on the perceived impact of the rehabilitation in the area and
requests from the communities themselves. The four tag@hmunities were Rotespleung and
Toul Sangke A in Sangkat Toul Sangke, and Communigk3jLand ChivitThmey Mittapheap
Sangkat Russei Keo. All four communities are located on the Phnom Penh IbrarifElgurel).

STT oginally aimed to conduct its research and subsequently compare results to the Detailed
Measurement Survey (DNIBonducted by thdnter-Ministerial Resettlement Committe@RC)
However, requests to both the IRC and the ADB to obtain the DMS were denied.

Nevertheless, STT went ahead with mapping households located along the tracks in each
community, as well as conducting household surveys (see Methodology). This research took place
duringthe second half of 2010. At thabint, the IRC had already sprpginted DMS numbers on
affected households and most households in all four communities had received a cop4f a

sized handwritten document showing measurements of the household.

As STT was finalising its data in March and April of 2011, the IRCdoeg)@ttmaking activities
in all target communities. Households that agreaedhe compensation received@MS Postt

y 2 (Bis isasmall,handwritten piece of pape(literally a Postlt note) providing details to each
affected household of the copensation accorded to it by the IR§2e Figure 4Households were
asked to thumbprint this document to signify their agreement.

Working closely with the communities, STTawal 6 t S (12 2 0 (DMS FostOR LyAZSIES &R2<F
from 70 totally or partiallyaffectedhouseholdsKiHs)in the four target communities. Despite

being unable to obtain the full DMS, STT was thus able to compare some of its data to that of the
IRC.

It serves to be noted that as of May 2011 many households continued refusing to adwaphey
perceived as inadequate or incorrect compensation. Several households had also lodged
complaints with the Grievance Mechanism to this effect. Without agreeing to compensation,
affected households do not have access to any details of the compemsecorded to it by the

IRC, as no documentation providing details of the proposed compensation is given to households
rejecting the amount offered. STT's ability to compare IRC and STT data was consequently limited
to households that had already thumfrinted the compensation contract with the IRC.
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Figurel. Map of the four communities in this study.
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