Credibility concerns:

tolerance of uncertainty often rather low serves as argument whether it is of benefit or not credibility is often associated with the quality of the relationship with the information provider that was established in the past (Paris & Baltic Sea case) Salience-related requirements: should be intuitively accessible, not too complex, descriptive, and in native language seems of little relevance when a extreme event attribution report is provided most important appeared to be the link to regional problems, vulnerabilities, and impacts (e.g. translate climate change into "euro figures", Paris case) Maria Schwab, Insa Meinke, Hans von Storch -Helmholtz-Zentrum Geesthacht, Institute of Coastal Research, Germany Jean-Paul Vanderlinden, Nabil Touili -Université de Versailles Saint-Quentin en-Yvelines, France

Exploring regional stakeholder needs & requirements for extreme weather event attribution
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 EUCLEIA products should be from a trusted "honest broker", tailored to stakeholders' specific concerns, and rather later but with smaller uncertainty  EEA should be part of more integrative statements where anthropogenic climate change is one of the factor explaining shifts in impacts  Climate services can provide an interface between science and practice.

They should not be misunderstood as one-directional communicator from science to the stakeholders, but facilitate & make use of a continuous dialogue

Motivation & background Motivation

Extreme event attribution has increasingly received attention in the scientific community. Yet does it also serve decision-making at the regional level where much of the climate change adaptation & mitigation takes place? So far, there is little known about the requirements of regional actors for extreme event attribution. We therefore analyze these at the example of regional decisionmakers concerned with storm surges at the German Baltic Sea and heat waves in the Greater Paris area within the EUCLEIA Project.

EUCLEIA Project

Advancing Extreme Event Attribution Research is at the center of the EU FP7 project EUCLEIA. This field of research is meant to assess the extent to which single weather-related extreme events have changed due to human influences on climate with probabilistic statements. To develop well verified, understood, relevant and useful EUCLEIA products, we consult regional decision-makers, insurances, the media, scientists, and the general public about their needs and requirements in terms of Extreme Event Attribution. 

Funding and Partnerships:

(

  in awareness-raising & urban planning -Baltic Sea case) most relevant criterion in long-term planning (particularly for large investments like coastal protection)

  • contact@hzg.de • www.hzg.de Contact: Dr. Maria Schwab •

  .schwab@hzg.de The perceived of climate services  Climate services are to translate scientific findings & provide reliable information  Climate service are seen as information "scout" (seems of largest importance to city administrations in the Baltic Sea case)  Reliable, continuous and personal communication of information is essential (commonly mentioned for public awareness-raising)  Climate professionals can connect climate services with policymaking (Paris case)Conclusions for developing climate servicesUnderstanding how event attribution can serve stakeholders requires to be aware of the mandate, background & needs of people (also beyond event attribution)

  Extreme event attribution was perceived to be most useful to societal climate change discourses and awareness-raising of little relevance to local policy-making and planning-e.g. only 2% of mayors ask for more information on human extend & physical basis of CC (Baltic Sea)It was not mentioned to be relevant to risk assessment, adaptation planning & international negotiations.

Credibility-related criteria