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UK Climate Change Risk Assessment Evidence Report – Advisory 
Group - Minute 
 
Thursday 9th January, 0930-1300 
 
Attendees 
Lord Krebs (Chair)- ASC 
Sir Graham Wynne- ASC 
David Thompson- ASC 
Colin Church- Defra 
Zebedee Nii-Naate- Defra 
Jon Elliot- Defra 
Michael McCallion- Department of the 
Environment, Northern Ireland 

Susan Wallace - Scottish Government 
Thomas James- Welsh Government 
Mary Barkham- NERC/Living with 
Environmental Change Programme 
Tony Grayling- Environment Agency Climate 
Ready Programme 
Kathryn Humphrey- ASC (project manager) 

 
1.Introduction to the CCRA evidence report (Lord Krebs, ASC) 

 
Lord Krebs summarised the background to the Climate Change Risk Assessment (CCRA). Under the 
2008 Climate Change Act, the Government has a statutory duty to assess the risks to the UK from 
current and future climate change every five years.  The ASC has a statutory role under the Act to 
advise on the preparation of each assessment.  The first CCRA was published in January 2012, and 
the next is due by January 2017.   
 
The first CCRA was conducted by a consortium of consultants led by HR Wallingford.  The total cost 
of the project (not including civil service staff time) was £3.4 million.  CCRA1 considered a wide 
range of risks (threats and opportunities) and focussed on over 100 key risks to the UK in the final 
report.   
 
Defra have requested that the ASC prepare an independent evidence report as its statutory advice 
on the next CCRA, to be delivered to Defra by July 2016 (with a near-final version by December 
2015).  The evidence report will be a narrower, more focussed study compared to the evidence 
report for CCRA1.  It will draw on existing published research rather than undertake new research 
(unless any additional funding for new research is forthcoming).  The Government will then produce 
a Government report, drawing on the analysis in the evidence report.  This Government report will 
be laid before Parliament in January 2017. 
 
In addition to the preparation of each CCRA report, the group agreed there needs to be a formalised, 
continuous long-term strategic research programme that will feed new evidence directly into each 
CCRA cycle.  This programme should set the direction of evidence needs from the research 
community.  The Living with Environmental Change Programme (LWEC) should take a lead role in 
coordinating this programme. 
 
ACTION 1- LWEC to consider the best way to coordinate a long-term strategic research programme 
on adaptation, in particular by pulling together existing networks and programmes. 
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2.Summary of the customer requirement for the CCRA (Colin Church, Defra) 
 
Colin introduced this paper.  Defra is envisaging a cycle of CCRAs where one large report is followed 
by one or two smaller, focussed reports, then another large report.  CCRA2 will be a smaller, 
focussed report.  The customer for the CCRA is central Government (including the Devolved 
Administrations) and Parliament.  The Government’s customer requirement document aims to set 
out the context, constraints and assumptions for CCRA2 at its outset.  This is important to keep the 
scope of CCRA2 manageable.    The document has had input from Government Departments, 
Devolved Administrations, and Defra’s Science Advisory Council.  The key areas set out for more 
analysis to build on CCRA1 are: 

- An update of risks where new scientific evidence has emerged on projections of future 
climate, or characterisation of the impacts; 

- Wider consideration of how policies, actions and socio-economic change are altering/could 
alter the scale of threat for the key risks to the UK; 

- Wider consideration of cross-sectoral interactions and the effects of different risks acting 
together; 

- Greater attention to risks arising from the effects of climate change overseas across a range 
of policy areas that will have impacts on the UK. 

 
Defra is setting up an expert group under the Departmental Adaptation Board, that will feed in 
detailed comments on the development of the evidence report through the advisory group. 
 
It is unlikely that the UK Climate Projections (UKCP09) will have changed significantly by the time the 
evidence is pulled together to inform CCRA2, but any changes made before March 2015 will be 
considered in the evidence report.   
 
The coverage of potential risks was considered and the group agreed that most priority issues were 
covered in the customer requirement document.  It was suggested that risks to UK-relevant 
infrastructure overseas should also be added.  The group suggested that the “excluded” risks be re-
named to clarify that they are priorities for new evidence.   
 
The advisory group agreed that the ASC should not produce separate evidence reports for the 
Devolved Administrations.   It will produce summaries for each Devolved Administration and England 
as well as including coverage for the whole of the UK throughout the evidence report. 
 
The advisory group agreed that as well as considering the effects of existing adaptation action on 
risk, some unconfirmed but planned or potential adaptation actions should be included in the 
assessment of future risk. 
 
The group agreed that making the evidence report accessible should be a major focus to ensure 
maximum uptake of the evidence by government departments.  The ASC should strive to make the 
report accessible to local government and other potential users although it is not being written for 
them as the customer. 
 
It was agreed that the evidence report should highlight evidence gaps and research priorities to 
inform the ongoing strategic research programme.   
 
ACTION 2- Defra to include risks to overseas infrastructure (relevant to the UK) in the customer 
requirement document, to clarify the need for coverage of potential as well as current adaptation 
actions in the analysis, and to rename the “excluded” risks column. 
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ACTION 3- ASC to ensure clarity in project documents that the CCRA will inform national adaptation 
programmes of the Devolved Administrations as well as the UK National Adaptation Programme. 
 
ACTION 4- Devolved Administrations to clarify which risks from CCRA1 are priorities for re-analysis 
for them on the basis of analysis being limited in CCRA1. 
 
3.Update on budget (Colin Church, Lord Krebs) 
 
Defra were hoping to confirm the budget for the CCRA evidence report in the next few weeks.  The 
budget will need to be confirmed before the ASC can start work.  The ASC have asked for a minimum 
budget of £1.16 million over two years. 
 
The possibility of NERC funding for some research to support the CCRA evidence report was 
discussed, but no decision has been made as yet.  The level of any new research for this CCRA will 
depend on whether any funding is forthcoming outside of Defra. 
 
The Devolved Administrations confirmed their intention to continue their core funding to the ASC to 
produce the CCRA evidence report and follow-on work on the CCRA. 
 
ACTION 5- ASC to follow up with NERC on funding possibilities, and make contact with ESRC and 
EPSRC to discuss possible funding opportunities for new research. 
 
ACTION 6- Defra to confirm the core budget as soon as possible. 
 
4.Terms and reference/ governance for the CCRA evidence report (Lord Krebs, ASC) 
 
The advisory group agreed to the governance structure and terms of reference for the evidence 
report subject to the following changes to the document: 

- The role that the evidence report can make in influencing a long-term adaptation research 
programme should be made clearer. 

- Chapter co-authors should be paid. 
- Defra’s Science Advisory Council should be included in the governance structure as a 

technical expert/peer review body. 
- Clarify that the advisory group should advise, but not define the customer requirement 

(which is a job for Government Departments and the Devolved Administrations). 
- As well as chapter-specific experts, input will be needed from cross-cutting experts on topics 

such as flooding, water availability, social vulnerability, and socio-economic scenarios.  The 
Devolved Administrations would think about experts on their geographical areas.   

- Make clear that the peer review process for the report needs to be informed by Defra and 
the Devolved Administrations. 

 
If other funding partners are forthcoming, they will be offered a seat on the advisory group. 
 
The advisory group suggested that the ASC consider how a wiki-type approach might help them to 
collect and write up the evidence in this/future CCRA evidence report cycles. 
 
ACTION 7- ASC to update governance/terms of reference document and produce a document in 
February 2014 outlining the roles and responsibilities of external technical experts. 
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ACTION 8- ASC to discuss the role of the Defra Science Advisory Council at the next SAC meeting on 
11th February. 
 
ACTION 9- Advisory Group to suggest technical experts to input into the evidence report as chapter 
or cross-cutting experts. 
 
ACTION 10- ASC to invite people on to the chapter/cross-cutting expert groups in spring 2014. 
 
5.Approach and structure of the evidence report (Kathryn Humphrey, ASC) 
 
The advisory group agreed with the ASC’s proposal to have a high-level method for the evidence 
report but keep the approach for the analysis flexible in order to make the best use of the available 
evidence and allow for creativity and innovation in the chapter write-ups.  They also agreed that the 
scoring system (magnitude, confidence, urgency) should be retained from CCRA1. This should allow 
some comparison of the results back to CCRA1, though there is also an issue of creating false 
comparisons that will need to be monitored. A score on the relative importance of climate change as 
a driver of risk would be added to the scoring framework. 
 
The advisory group suggested that the ASC think more about how to show regional variation in the 
results in the report scoring system. 
 
The difficulties in dealing with varying socio-economic assumptions from different pieces of research 
was discussed.  It was agreed that a high level set of consistent socio-economic assumptions for 
population and economic change should be developed and applied across the board, but that 
detailed socio-economic changes would draw on the assumptions in different research projects. 
 
The advisory group suggested that more specific guidance on how to interpret and communicate 
uncertainty would be needed in advance of work starting on writing the evidence report.  This 
should include how to score uncertainty, methods for reducing uncertainty in the analysis, and 
producing a consistent register of data so that the underlying workings for the report are accessible.  
Guidance was also needed on how to deal with attribution of events to climate change. 
 
The advisory group agreed to the broad suggested chapter structure, with the understanding that 
this could change slightly at a later stage.  It was suggested that a cross-cutting chapter looking at 
interlinkages, cumulative/compound events and responding to extremes should replace the 
suggested chapter on managing extreme events.  A summary of how social vulnerability is 
influenced by climate change across the board might also be needed at the end of the report.  The 
group also discussed how to deal with issues related to the emergency services, which are currently 
split across two chapters (people/built environment and cross-cutting issues). 
 
The advisory group suggested that a summary of the opportunities from climate change be provided 
at the end of the report and compared to the overall scale of threat. 
 
ACTION 11- ASC to update the approach document to take into account advice provided above. 
 
ACTION 12- ASC to consider how to show regional variation of results in the report scoring system. 
 
ACTION 13- ASC to produce guidance on dealing with uncertainty and attribution before chapter 
writing begins. 
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ACTION 14- ASC to contact the Civil Contingencies Secretariat to discuss cross-overs between the 
CCRA and National Risk Assessment. 
 
6.Project timeline (Kathryn Humphrey, ASC) 
 
The Advisory Group suggested that the timeline for the evidence report be stretched out at the front 
end of the project to give more time for the call for evidence and tendering of new research, in 
particular to ensure there would be enough time for academic institutions to put bids together for 
any research.  This might create a squeeze at the latter end of the project, which the ASC would 
consider.  Some research could still be ongoing while chapters were being drafted to help manage 
the time available. 
 
The Advisory Group agreed that there should be a final cut-off date for any new evidence to inform 
the evidence report of March 2015 (with the exception of May 2015 for Adaptation Reporting Power 
data). 
 
ACTION 15- ASC to revise the project Gantt chart.   
 
7.CCRA launch (Lord Krebs, ASC and Colin Church, Defra) 
 
The Advisory Group agreed that CCRA2 should be formally launched in February.  This will include 
the wide circulation of a short summary document of the proposals for CCRA2, along with Defra’s 
vision for a longer-term strategic research programme to feed into subsequent risk assessments. 
 
The ASC would also launch a CCRA webpage and its call for evidence on the same day.  It is 
suggested that this date be Monday 17th February. 
 
The advisory group discussed the idea of a stakeholder event/s after the call for evidence is 
completed, to discuss what evidence had been collected and receive further views on the priorities 
for any new research to inform the evidence report. 
 
The advisory group asked the ASC for a communications strategy to consider at its next meeting.  
This should include plans for engaging with stakeholders outside of the expert group writing the 
report, including NGOs and other Government Departments.  One possibility could be to organise a 
series of chapter workshops in summer/autumn 2014. 
 
The advisory group discussed the need to make clear that the ASC’s call for evidence would be to 
request published research (peer-reviewed and grey literature), and was not a call for views on the 
CCRA.  It was also agreed that responses to the call for evidence should be made available on 
request. 
 
ACTION 16- advisory group members to provide ASC with email contacts to send the call for 
evidence to directly. 
 
ACTION 17- ASC to produce a short 2-side summary document of the CCRA for circulation on launch 
day. 
 
8.AOB and next steps 
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The advisory group agreed that the next meeting should be in the spring (probably April) and on an 
as required basis afterwards. 
 


