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1. IPCC’s first response to the need of
regional information
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2‘, Available from Cambridge Unlversnv Press, The Edinburgh Building Shaftesbury Road, Cambridge
2@ CB2 2RU ENGLAND

~ Summary for Policymakers

~ Arabic, English, Spanish and Russian (OUT OF PRINT).

Contents
T . * Written in response to lack
Nt page of regional information in

Foreword Preface

SAR

Summary for Policymakers

chapers * But countries insisted that it
g::g’::g;%f\zc:rctic and the Antarctic Ca n n Ot h ave a d d iti O n a |
ChaDter4fAustraIasia . .

it e aee  INfOrmation beyond SAR

Chapter 7: Middle East and Arid Asia Annex A

Armnmnave D




WG2 Regional Lessons

2. Regional stakeholders and their expectations

IPCC Regional Meeting, 16.5.2018, Trieste/Italy



2. Regional stakeholders and their
expectations

Local and regional policy makers (mayors!)
Businesses

NGOs
“Normal people”

Huge focus on adaptation needs and options
Growing interest in opportunities for
mitigation
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2. Regional stakeholders and their
expectations

* TAR, AR4, AR5 have all been very rich in

regional information, on climate, impacts and
adaptation options

* Are these reports being used to the full extent
possible?
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Mediterranean warming Dec-Feb for different scenarios (IPCC AR5)
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3. The limits of the “GHG — climate —
impact — response” paradigm

* Through downscaling, observed or expected
impacts can be linked to anthropogenic CC

* But most regions need to understand their
own vulnerability, risk levels, and adaptation
options first — the CC signal is not the main
prerequisite for this analysis

* Also, regions need to relate CC to other
forcings of environmental change (land use
change, pollution...)

IPCC Regional Meeting, 16.5.2018, Trieste/Italy



3. The limits of the “GHG — climate —
impact — response” paradigm

* Regional assessments for adaptation have
focused on “precise” climate information
(“how much more runoff”, “how long
heatwaves”) at high spatiotemporal resolution

* This may have delayed implementation (“we
do not know enough”, “we first need better

regional climate models”)
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3. The limits of the “GHG — climate —
impact — response” paradigm

* The traditional view has given the impression

that only well-detected and well-attributed
impacts are “real”

e Butin fact many more impacts are perceived

by regional actors, despite lacking rigorous
detection and attribution
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Figure 10. Regional distribution of available water resources in Catalonia for the time frames a) 2021 and b)
2050, using the R/P ratio for each time frame and the present value based on data recorded at 168 observa-
tories in Catalonia. The current distribution of land use is a determinant factor in the evapotranspiration of the
water balance, and has also been taken into consideration in the calculation of the total available resource.

Source: Third Report on Climate Change in Catalonia, 2016.
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The MedECC First Assessment Report -
outline

Summary for Policymakers stakeholder dialogue

1.

Introduction

2.

3.

4.

Drivers of the environmental impacts (physical and human drivers)
a. Climate
b. Pollution
c. Land/sea use and management
d. Invasive species
Challenges
a. Water, food, energy (WG1)
b. Ecosystems and ecosystem services (WG2)
c. Development, health and human security (WG3
Managing future risks and building resilience
a. Best practices and policies for adaptation, mitigation and sustainable devel.
b. Knowledge gaps and needs for research and observations
c. Mediterranean cooperation and networking for building resilience
d. Training and capacity building second phase

current main focus

Summary for policymakers to be submitted for approval by
rec refl@GISIQNMAK QLS 1121y
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5. Opportunities for AR6

Clearly, new opportunities arise from
improved climate and impacts modelling at
higher resolution

But we need to address the problems of
insufficient monitoring of impacted systems

We also need to have better multidisciplinary
approaches, fully covering social and
economic impacts

SDGs can be a helpful framework



5. Opportunities for AR6

* Encouraging regional assessment bodies could
also be helpful (“do-your-own-IPCC” kit)

 The problem of the actual use of the growing
information remains
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