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Abstract
Climate change policies currently pay disproportionately greater attention to the mitigation of climate change through emission
reductions strategies than to adaptation measures. Realising that the world is already committed to some global warming, policy
makers are beginning to turn their attention to the challenge of preparing society to adapt to the unfolding impacts at the local level.
This two-part article presents an integrated, or &co-evolutionary', approach to using scenarios in adaptation and vulnerability
assessment. Part I explains how climate and social scenarios can be integrated to better understand the inter-relationships between
a changing climate and the dynamic evolution of social, economic and political systems. The integrated scenarios are then calibrated
so that they can be applied &bottom up' to local stakeholders in vulnerable sectors of the economy. Part I concludes that
a co-evolutionary approach (1) produces a more sophisticated and dynamic account of the potential feedbacks between natural and
human systems; (2) suggests that sustainability indicators are both a potentially valuable input to and an output of integrated scenario
formulation and application. Part II describes how a broadly representative sample of public, private and voluntary organisations in
the East Anglian region of the UK responded to the scenarios, and identi"es future research priorities.  2000 Elsevier Science Ltd.
All rights reserved.
Keywords: Climate change; Co-evolution; Indicators; Socio-economic scenarios

1. Introduction
Until very recently, international and national climate
policies have concentrated on the mitigation of climate
change through emission reductions strategies (IPCC,
1996). However, more attention is now being paid to
"nding the means to allow society to adapt to the gradually unfolding impacts of climate change (Smithers and
Smit, 1997; Rayner and Malone, 1998). Existing impact
studies tend to rely upon extrapolating current or recent
socio-economic trends into the future. However, the observation of past historical events suggests that future
economic, social and political changes are likely to be
uncertain and highly conspicuous over the timescales in
which climatic changes will take e!ect. To complicate the
task still further, changes in the climate are likely to

* Corresponding author. Tel.: #44-1603-593173; fax: #44-1603593739.
E-mail address: i.lorenzoni@uea.ac.uk (I. Lorenzoni).

in#uence the underlying economic, social and environmental contexts in which that change is experienced: the
two are inextricably intertwined. While some manifestation of climate change is already in the pipeline because
of current and recent socio-economic activities (Parry
et al., 1998), the actual degree of climate change in the
medium-to-long term is not pre-ordained; mitigation actions and patterns of adaptive behaviour now and
throughout the next 30}50 yr could signi"cantly in#uence the rate of future climate change, but only if society
and the environment are seen as two, intimately
co-evolving systems.
The term co-evolution re#ects the constant and active
interaction between a living organism and its environment (Norgaard, 1984, 1994). It emphasises that social
structures and their processes impinge on the environment, thus modifying and changing it. Such changes in
turn shape the structure of the social systems, which
subsequently undergo further changes in order to be better
positioned to adapt to the changing environment. The
interaction between systems is constant and reciprocal.
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A &co-evolutionary' approach highlights the complex
coupling of the two systems now and into the foreseeable
future (Norgaard, 1984; also used by Turner et al., 1998;
Adger, in press). Mitigation and adaptation policies must
be developed to re#ect this. However, policy makers need
some sort of visualising tool or device to capture the
interdependencies between the two systems. In this article, we develop a &co-evolutionary' approach (Norgaard,
1994) to understanding vulnerability and impact assessment, which tries to combine future climate scenarios
with a series of pictures about the social, economic and
environmental elements a!ecting speci"c economic sectors, in order to uncover the likely positive (i.e. exacerbating climate change impacts) and negative (i.e.
attenuating climate change impacts) feedbacks between
the two.
This article is subdivided into two separate parts. Part I
(this paper) has three main aims: (1) to examine the utility
of integrating socio-economic and climate scenarios as
a means of understanding future societal responses to the
unfolding impacts of climate change; (2) to produce
a series of integrated scenarios; (3) to explain why these
scenarios need to be re-calibrated for use in bottom-up
climate impact assessments, and to provide a mechanism
for doing so. By tapping the expert knowledge of the
units/sectors exposed to climate change, a bottom-up
approach adds local texture and a valuable input to more
top-down accounts of climate impacts based on, inter
alia, integrated assessment models. Part II (Lorenzoni
et al., in press) describes how a broadly representative
sample of public, private and voluntary organisations in
the East Anglian region of the UK responded to these
integrated scenarios, and identi"es future research priorities. The two papers are complementary and ideally
should be read together.

2. Using scenarios in climate change research
Scenarios are capable of serving multiple roles in
climate assessments but until now they have tended to
be used by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change (IPCC) community as an aid to understanding
future emission pro"les. Recently, however, both climate
and socio-economic scenarios have begun to be applied
to investigate climate change impacts (e.g. Parry, forthcoming), vulnerabilities and adaptive responses. The
forthcoming IPCC report will devote an entire chapter to
describing the state of the art in this area. It is likely
to underline the need for a more integrated approach to
scenario development and application, linking mitigation
actions right through to impacts and adaptation on the
ground, and human society to the climate system.
This paper responds to the call for more &integrated'
approaches in at least three important respects. First, it
attempts to link emissions scenarios to scenarios of

future socio-economic change for a particular region
(East Anglia) where the impacts of climate change will
eventually be experienced. In short, we try to link emissions to impacts * two aspects of the climate change
debate that are often addressed independently of one
another. Socio-economic scenarios serve a particularly
vital role in the assessment of adaptation and vulnerability because societal change in the next century is likely to
be as, if not more, profound than anything brought about
by climate change. Crucially, in the next 50}100 yr, units
exposed to variations in the climate (Parry and Carter,
1998) will evolve irrespective of climate change and some
may even disappear completely. Therefore, it is at best
simplistic and at worst completely misguided to ignore
the co-evolving dynamic development of social systems.
Some way of understanding the co-evolution of the two
systems needs to be found. In this paper we argue that
inter-linked scenarios provide one possible tool. The
scenarios we use are de"ned according to a series of
criteria, such as the type of political governance, the
stringency of environmental controls and the dominant
form of economic development, as well as the climate
impacts that the associated patterns of human behaviour
are likely to produce. We devote a considerable part of
the paper to explaining how we achieved this integration
on account of its novelty and interdisciplinary nature.
We do not present this approach as a formal model in
which climate and socio-economic variables are coupled.
Rather, we have crafted the scenarios to better understand the elements of human choice and behaviour in
moulding the present and the future.
Second, our approach is also integrated in the sense
that the scenarios themselves derive from large-scale climate models and expert judgement, but their application
and interpretation takes place at a more local level. This
was achieved by presenting the integrated scenarios to
locally important stakeholders of climate sensitive
sectors in East Anglia, who were asked to critically re#ect
upon their adaptive capacity under a series of interlinked
climate/socio-economic conditions. In other words, our
study tries to combine the &bottom-up' knowledge of
actors representing various exposure units, with the more
conventional tools of integrated assessment (Parson,
1995) such as global climate models, developed &top
down'.
Finally, by asking stakeholders to think about climateand &non-climate' related sources of pressure on their
activities, our approach begins to uncover the complicated feedbacks within and between the human and
the natural systems. Whereas the standard IPCC
Technical Guidelines on Assessing Climate Change Impacts and Adaptation (Parry and Carter, 1998) rely upon
separating climate from non-climate futures, our approach assumes that it is practically all but impossible to
construct a baseline representing the world without climate change (Parry and Carter, 1998, pp. 72}73). This is
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because some of the more environmentally aware actors
have, albeit slowly and tentatively, already adopted mitigation and adaptation strategies which are built into
their daily practices, even though, at the time of writing,
their understanding of the challenge of adaptation lags
behind that of mitigation. So, whereas top-down approaches tend to map a given level of climate change
onto an essentially static social and economic system, our
more co-evolutionary approach proceeds by working
closely with local stakeholders to identify and explore the
implications of a combination of stresses, both climate
and non-climate, on locally important actors. After all, it
may be that in the "nal analysis the climate drivers of
local behaviour are far less signi"cant in shaping adaptive responses than &non-climate' factors.

3. Scenarios: their origins and application
According to the IPCC, a scenario is a coherent, internally consistent and plausible description of a possible
future state of the world (Parry and Carter, 1998).
A scenario is not a forecast because it does not attach
probabilities to a particular outcome. Rather, a scenario
presents a series of pictures or images of how the world
could look like under di!erent conditions. Scenarios were
"rst applied by the military (Miles, 1981) and subsequently developed as a strategic management aid by oil
companies, especially the Shell Group, in the early 1970s
(Kassler, 1995). The underlying impetus for their development was to manage better any future surprises by
forcing decision makers to &think the unthinkable' (Hammond, 1998). Despite this e!ort, however, Shell has found
itself in the midst of controversy over some of its activities in the North Sea (Brent Spar) and Nigeria. These
&surprises' experienced by the company serve to underline
the need to continually revise a scenario approach in the
light of changing circumstances. To be of maximum
practical use, scenarios should also take di!erent worldviews into account, not only the ones that currently make
the most political or business sense (Elkington and
Trisoglio, 1996). Good scenarios are potentially powerful
vehicles for creative learning among groups of stakeholders, but only if participants are encouraged to &think
the unthinkable'.
A growing body of research work explores the applicability of scenario-based &futures studies' as a means of
obtaining a better understanding of the potential for
societal adaptation to future environmental change (Gallopin and Raskin, 1998). Crucially scenarios can be used
to inform present choices in the light of future alternatives, an aspect pursued in this paper. `A longer-term
perspective can provide a framework within which to
evaluate short-term decisionsa (Patterson, 1999, p. 95)
and also to examine more systematically the implications of unexpected events or &side-swipes'. Scenario
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approaches have been applied in Europe, for instance,
to urban transport patterns in the Netherlands in order
to identify more sustainable systems that meet prescribed
CO emissions arising from transport in the year 2030.

Nijkamp et al. (1997) surveyed Dutch transport experts
asking them which factors would be expected or desired
from a sustainable transport system. Their opinions were
then used to formulate two scenarios, namely &expected'
and &desired', the intention being to highlight the uncertainties faced when designing and planning future transport arrangements. Interestingly, these two scenarios
lead to very di!erent transport futures. The authors conclude that policy targets of CO reductions would only

be met by implementing the &desired' scenario. Socioeconomic and climate scenarios have also been used to
outline social, economic and political future conditions in
Western Europe between 2020 and 2080 (Parry, forthcoming) with the aim of identifying policy relevant
impacts and sensitive sectors. However, the scenarios
used are not formally integrated to produce a co-evolutionary view of the future.
In this paper, socio-economic and climate scenarios
are combined to provide an opportunity for assessing
social as well as environmental variations on compatible
timescales. There is often a huge discrepancy between the
timescales used for modelling social and economic systems (a few years or decades at the very most) and those
used to make environmental and climate change projections (decades to many centuries), despite their inherent
complexity and unpredictability. Our scenarios attempt
to integrate the two systems by presenting them on
commensurate timescales. Interestingly, Working Group 2
of the IPCC is currently investigating the need to formally combine climate with &non-climate' scenarios, including the scenarios developed in the Special Report on
Emissions Scenarios (SRES, due for publication in 2000).
However, the preliminary SRES98 scenarios describe
di!erent &non-intervention' worlds, that is, possible global futures (in terms of societal, political, technological
and environmental characteristics of di!erent parts of the
world), without taking into account the e!ects of climate
change or explicit climate change policies.

4. Existing climate change scenarios
Anthropogenically induced climate change is caused
by, and has damaging impacts upon, societies and economies. Therefore, the "rst step in our analysis was to
develop a set of socio-economic scenarios. Several reputable candidates are already in existence. For instance,
global scenarios for the years 2000}2050 have been
developed by the World Business Council for Sustainable
Development (WBCSD) to illustrate possible future challenges to a business audience (WBCSD, 1997). They have
been compiled on the basis of di!erent potential future
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response strategies to the challenges set by sustainable
development objectives. These are expressed in terms of
questions such as `how resilient is the global ecosystem?a
and `what human systems can best respond to the challenge of sustainable development?a. The three WBCSD
scenarios, namely FROG!, GEOpolity and Jazz, unfold
in the following ways:
1. In the FROG! scenario, sustainable development is
di$cult to achieve, as the social systems are inadequate and vulnerability of natural systems increases.
Local economic growth and technological innovations are given more importance; economic growth
objectives retain their primacy in policy-making
circles.
2. GEOpolity represents a world relying on more
co-ordinated international governance based on innovative infrastructure systems and new global institutions enforcing global societal and environmental
standards.
3. The Jazz world combines economic growth objectives
and strategies with environmental and social values in
transparent structures and new possibilities. The idea
is to use market forces and novel structures to achieve
sustainable development. Con#icts are resolved
through mediation. Self-interest spurs businesses to be
transparent and accountable to the public; &green'
behaviours are not necessary but are actively
rewarded.
The scenarios formulated for the Natural Resources and
Environment Panel of the UK Foresight Programme
(OST, 1999), hereafter OST scenarios, were deemed more
appropriate to our task as they were developed in an UK
context. Their main aim is to cast light on future social,
economic, environmental trends for the UK in the period
2010}2040. They are meant to be malleable and can be
tailored to speci"c UK sectors. The scenarios may also be
used as a basis on which to develop sustainability indicators at the national and regional levels (OST, 1999).

Fig. 1. A comparison of the WBCSD and OST futures scenarios
showing possible paths of future development (adapted from OST,
1999).

They are framed by two orthogonal axes, representing
societal values (ranging from consumerist to conservationist) and level of governance (ranging from local to
global) respectively. These produce four quadrants representing four possible future worlds: world markets,
provincial enterprise, global sustainability and local
stewardship. For simplicity's sake the four &futures'
appear in Fig. 1 as independent possible states of the
world. In reality, the boundaries are fuzzy and the di!erent states are di!erentiated because certain trends and
characteristics become more or less dominant across
government, business and public contexts. The similarities with the WBCSD scenarios are obvious even if they
have di!erent origins.

5. Re-calibrating the scenarios for climate change in East
Anglia
Our work entailed re-con"guring the essentially
&macro' socio-economic OST scenarios to re#ect the
challenges of climate change. This work was partly
undertaken for the UK Department of the Environment,
Transport and the Regions (DETR) (Berkhout et al.,
1999) to inform its ongoing Climate Impacts Programme
(UKCIP). Following on from this research and with
ESRC funding, the Centre for Social and Economic
Research on the Global Environment (CSERGE) and the
Climatic Research Unit (CRU) set out to test the ability
of these national-level socio-economic scenarios to
uncover the adaptation and vulnerability issues that arise
at the local level in East Anglia.
The work in East Anglia was carried out in three
distinctive parts. The "rst involved re-calibrating the
national-level OST scenarios to make them more pertinent local needs and circumstances (covered in this
paper). Secondly, a suite of regional level scenarios for the
2020s and the 2050s was produced and these were in turn
combined with possible climate outcomes related to each
of the four future worlds (this paper). Finally, these East
Anglian futures scenarios were presented to locally important stakeholders, via a series of individual interviews
and two group discussions (see Part II: Lorenzoni et al.,
in press). The stakeholders involved represented the main
economic, governmental and social sectors of the East
Anglian economy. Particular attention was paid in the
selection process to those sectors which the existing literature on climate impacts identi"es as being especially
sensitive to climate change (e.g. CCIRG, 1996; Palutikof
et al., 1997).
An important part of this process was to develop
a suite of impact indicators for East Anglia using the
Pressure}State}Impact}Response Framework, the aim
being to obtain a set that could be deployed at both
regional and national scales. The formulation and re"nement of the indicator set was both an integral component
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of the scenario building and an output of the whole
exercise (see Box 1).
Box 1: Using indicators in futures scenarios
In recent years there has been a drive towards establishing indicators at national and regional levels for the
monitoring of sustainability in di!erent areas of the
economy. These processes emerged to satisfy the need
of establishing some parameters against which to
measure change of present conditions into the future. In
some instances the approach has been coherent; in
other cases indicators have been formulated in a piecemeal fashion by di!erent institutions and organisations.
Concern has been expressed that the use and applicability of indicators may be limited if they are not linked to
the context of the possible future changes (in social,
political and economic systems) which they attempt to
quantify. Future states are not set in stone; they can
develop and evolve very di!erently according to the
forces, drivers and circumstances that take place and
contribute to altering the present situation. In order to
have a more focused understanding of what the future
might hold, quanti"ed indicators of future change can
be coupled with descriptions of that change.
Our study in the East Anglian region revealed
a strong desire among stakeholders for a qualitative
explanation of what future worlds may look like, in
addition to a set of quanti"ed impacts. Consequently,
the research team collaborated with local organisations
(e.g. the Environment Agency) and individuals to derive
a minimum set of climate change indicators. These
illustrate the range and severity of possible impacts.
Stakeholders said they found them useful as an aid to
identifying the areas that may be a!ected by climate
change (&impact indicators') or to related pressures that
may a!ect those impacts (&pressure indicators' to use the
same de"nitions as adopted by the Environment
Agency). In order to be policy relevant, these indicators
should re#ect regional- and national-level trends
(DETR, 1999).

6. Integrating climate and &non-climate' scenarios
The project team produced two sets of user-friendly
futures scenarios to use in further face-to-face interviews
with stakeholders. They were based around a set of
simple themes pertinent to the East Anglian region and
made more intelligible to people who may have had little
experience of using scenarios.
The East Anglian scenarios combine socio-economic
and climate information. They derive directly from
a combination of the OST Scenarios, the SRES98 emissions scenarios and the UKCIP98 climate scenarios. For
the purposes of this research, two di!erent timeframes,
the years 2025 (2020s) and 2055#(2050s and beyond),
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were chosen as basic chronological points for analysis on
the ground that they were broadly commensurate with
those employed in the OST Futures Scenarios study and
the preliminary SRES98 emissions scenarios (the OST
scenarios use a 2010}2040 timeframe, whereas SRES98
scenarios currently concentrate on the periods up to 2020
and 2050). The latter timescale (2055#) may seem quite
short in climatic terms, but it re#ects the di$culty of
predicting future socio-economic trends more than
5}10 yr into the future. The characteristics of each scenario were displayed using the same four-quadrant format.
We hoped this would provide a value-neutral
representation of the four worldviews and help overcome
the potential problem of maintaining consistency
between respondents and possible futures, which is a
characteristic of open-ended interview-based research.
The OST scenarios were coupled with consistent
climate change scenarios in the following manner. First,
the OST scenario storylines were compared with the
four storylines in the still to be formally approved
IPCC Special Report on Emissions Scenarios (SRES98;
http://sres.ciesin.org/). While they are not exactly the
same, they both share a similar underlying structure and
comparative logic. The SRES98 marker emissions scenarios are, of course, mainly concerned with the sectors
and societal choices that primarily a!ect climate change
issues (and particularly the emission of greenhouse gases)
in the IPCC process, whereas the OST scenarios have
a somewhat wider purview, encompassing many more
&non-climate' sectors and environmental changes. As discussed above, these &non-climate' factors have to be taken
fully into account, since they may be vital determinants
of local level vulnerability and adaptive capacity.
The four OST scenarios storylines were found to be
similar to those underlying the unapproved SRES98
marker emissions scenarios (http://www.ipcc-ddc.cru.uea.
ac.uk/). The World Markets (WM) OST scenario was
taken to correspond to the A1 SRES storyline, Local
Stewardship (LS) to B2, Provincial Enterprise (PE) to A2
and Global Sustainability (GS) to B1. On this basis, we
proceeded by comparing the global greenhouse gas emissions related to each scenario. Three steps were followed.
Firstly, the preliminary SRES98 carbon (C) emissions
(expressed in giga-tonnes of carbon (GtC) from energy
sources rounded to nearest GtC) were taken as a starting
point and emissions for each scenario were calculated
(see Table 1).
Table 1
Preliminary SRES98 global fossil carbon (C) emissions (in Gt)
Story/year

WM/A1

PE/A2

GS/B1

LS/B2

1990
2000
2025
2055

6
7
11
15

6
7
12
19

6
7
8
9

6
7
10
12
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Table 2
Preliminary SRES98 global fossil C emissions (in Gt) re-interpreted to
allow for di!erent climate policy regimes
Story/year

WM/A1

PE/A2

GS/B1

LS/B2

1990
2000
2025
2055

6
7
10
13

6
7
12
19

6
7
7
7

6
7
9
10

Table 3
Preliminary SRES98 global fossil C emissions (in Gt) re-interpreted in
qualitative terms to allow for di!erent climate policy regimes under
each scenario (based on Table 2). Note * in all cases C emissions are
still higher than the 1990s, even in the &Low' case
Story/year

WM/A1

PE/A2

GS/B1

LS/B2

2025
2025
2055
2055

10
Medium
13
High

12
High
19
Very high

7
Low
7
Low

9
Medium}low
10
Medium

However, SRES make no allowance for explicit
climate policy interventions (e.g. Kyoto targets, etc.): `in
1996, the plenary session of the Intergovernmental Panel
on Climate Change (IPCC) charged Working Group III
of the Panel to develop a Special Report on Emissions
Scenarios (SRES), including a new set of scenarios for
the emissions of greenhouse gases. The scenarios are
&non-intervention scenarios', implying that no explicit
additional climate policies are to be assumeda.
(http://sres.ciesin.org/)
Secondly, it was necessary that all the carbon emissions calculated for the scenarios should be adjusted
downward on the basis of how e!ective the global
climate policy regimes under each of the four worldviews
might be (for example, see Table 2).
These latter estimates are of course somewhat arbitrary and go some way beyond what the IPCC were asked
to consider. But we agreed that it was important to start
with the Table 1 (unapproved IPCC thinking), then do
some thinking of our own (Table 2) which considers the
likely climate regimes that will emerge in our futures and
how e!ective these climate policy regimes will be in
reducing emissions in those specixc worlds. A note of
caution is expressed with regards to these calculations, as
there is a danger of some circular reasoning. Under GS
the preliminary SRES98 emissions are low anyway (because of de-materialisation, de-carbonisation, improved
e$ciencies, etc.). In this future world, it will be a lot
harder to get further emissions reductions on the basis of
speci"c climate policies.
This reasoning provided a quanti"cation of likely outcomes for carbon emissions in relation to the di!erent

Fig. 2. The preliminary SRES98 storylines (A1}B2) compared to OST
scenarios (adapted from OST, 1999).

world scenarios for the two timeframes involved (Table 2).
However, the research team thought it more appropriate
to present the global carbon emission indications in the
four world views, both for 2025 and 2055, in qualitative
rather than quantitative terms, as this was deemed to be
more understandable to the interviewees. Thirdly, under
this re-interpretation, the "gures obtained and shown in
Table 2 were expressed in words (see Table 3). The global
carbon emissions with respect to 1990 levels for each of
the four world scenarios were denoted as: medium increase in WM, low increase in GS, high increase in PE,
and medium}low increase in LS. These re-interpretations
were then incorporated into the scenario sheets for East
Anglia presented to the interviewees.
After additional consideration and comparison of the
storylines underlying the OST and preliminary SRES98
scenarios, it was concluded that each of the four OST
scenarios could be matched to one of the SRES scenarios,
as illustrated below (Fig. 2), in terms of storylines and
emission "gures.
Once the comparability between the OST scenarios
and the preliminary SRES98 scenarios had been established, the four OST scenarios were compared to the four
UKCIP98 climate scenarios modelled for the UK by
Hulme and Jenkins (1998). These are termed low,
medium}low, medium}high and high with reference to
the respective global warming rates underlying each
climate future. They also cover a range of UK future
climates. By relating emissions from the OST scenarios
with the global warming rates of the UKCIP98 scenarios
(and hence the climate outcomes), it was possible to
associate di!erent warming rates, and therefore di!erent
UK climates, to the di!erent socio-economic scenarios
devised by OST.
The WM/A1 scenario was related to a medium}high
warming rate; GS/B1 to a low warming rate; PE/A2 to
a high warming rate and LS/B2 to a medium}low warming rate. Each of these four UKCIP98 climate scenarios
was then re-interpreted to design possible future climates
for East Anglia in the 2020s and the 2050s. This coupling
of OST/SRES futures with the UKCIP98 climate scenarios is not precise, but approximate. Future work is
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Fig. 3. The observed temperature trend from 1659 to 1997 for the UK, smoothed to emphasise variations on 30 yr time-scales, and simulated
temperature trends for the UK from 1960 to 2100. The higher trend curves (thin black lines) result from a high greenhouse gas emissions scenario; the
lower trend curves (represented in grey colour) result from a low emissions scenario. These curves are smoothed to emphasise decadal variations in
temperature (source: Hulme and Jenkins, 1998).

likely to make this coupling more explicit, on the basis of
the "nally approved SRES futures.
For the year 2025, a single climate future is assumed
(the medium}high climate in the UKCIP98 climate scenarios) and this is propagated through each of the four
socio-economic scenarios. The underlying rationale for
this is that climate change by 2025 is largely independent
of actions occurring today and in the near future, being
mostly dependent on historic emissions and on the inertia of the climate system. By 2025, for example, there is
relatively little variation in the global warming curves of
the four UKCIP98 climate scenarios developed by
Hulme and Jenkins (1998) (see Fig. 3). The e!ects and
consequences of the greenhouse gases already released
into the atmosphere will be felt within the next 25 yr
almost regardless of the mitigation strategies adopted in
the meantime (Parry et al., 1998).
The climate for the period 2055#is conditioned to
a greater (but by no means exclusive) extent on the
evolution of the socio-economic system and on decisions
taken with regard to mitigation. Each of the four recalibrated OST scenarios linked to one of the UKCIP98
climate scenarios, allows to di!erentiate between &low'
and &high' climate change signals. The time-scales adopted represent the furthermost time horizon (50 yr)
which social scientists use in describing future changes.
Climate change was described in each of the four
worldviews in 2025 and 2055 in terms of the following
variables (based on the UKCIP98 climate scenarios):
temperature, precipitation, sea level rise, and the likelihood of more high-tide events. In addition, it was
thought necessary to characterise the &climate' sheets of
the scenarios with indications of extreme variability in
the climate. These were expressed in terms of how much
shorter winter would be if a certain degree of warming

occurred and the percentage frequency of warmer years
(see Figs. 4}10, in particular Figs. 5 and 8).
The "nal scenario sheets formulated for 2025 and
2055#and presented to the regional stakeholders contained: (1) a characterisation of each world in terms of
growing and declining economic sectors, climate policy
and strategy; (2) climate change with respect to today
associated with each of the four world views; (3) a summary sheet with the key points of the information presented in the other two sheets. The scenarios for the
2050s (2055#) were enriched with an additional sheet
indicating the possible e!ects on illustrative sectors of the
East Anglian economy, namely, the natural environment,
the coastal zone, water services, agriculture and tourism.
These were derived via an assessment of the sectoral
consequences of the socio-economic and climate characteristics in each scenario. These characterisations were
not intended to be prescriptive, but were devised simply
as a means of prompting responses from the interviewees
to think about their vulnerability and adaptive capacity
(see Figs. 4}10).
The advantage of displaying the information in this
way was thought to be two-fold. First, emissions could be
linked to impacts in an integrated manner. In other
words, respondents could be presented with four possible
worlds or development &paths' which society could
choose to follow, with the resulting emissions and climate
impacts. Second, the respondents could then be left to
deduce their adaptive capacity to the combination of
pressures represented in each of the four quadrants for
themselves. We hoped that the climate expertise of the
researchers could be fruitfully combined with the locallevel expertise of the stakeholders representing particular
exposure units. Ideally, the process of &thinking through'
the indicators would take place during the interviews,
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Fig. 4.

Fig. 5.
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Fig. 6.

Fig. 7.
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Fig. 8.

Fig. 9.
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Fig. 10.

though it was hoped that the stakeholders could then be
persuaded to do more detailed work for themselves after
the interview.

7. Conclusions
In this paper we have set out to explore the potential
bene"t of integrating socio-economic and climate scenarios, by applying them &bottom up' to tap the expertise
and perspectives of locally important stakeholders in
potentially sensitive sectors. The scenarios that we have
developed combine elements of the preliminary SRES98
scenarios, which do not make allowance for explicit climate policy interventions, the OST scenarios and
UKCIP98 scenarios. The combination is enriched with
our own characterisation of possible future worlds, which
includes mitigation options linked to climate changes.
We regard this approach as justi"ed up to the extent that
our endeavour is to present a set of scenarios not solely
focused on climatic changes, but including the interactions between socio-economic (including mitigation and
adaptation options) and natural systems. In Part II we
test these assertions by applying the scenarios in the East
Anglian region of the UK.
The conclusions of this part of the paper are two-fold.
First, our approach tries to o!er a more sophisticated

and dynamic account of the potential feedbacks between
natural and human systems than top-down assessments.
Crucially, by combining socio-economic and climate
scenarios we have tried to present a more dynamic image
of the future to the very people who will have to enact key
adaptive responses to changes in the climate within the
next two to three decades. In particular, our scenarios
provide a useful tool that works across di!erent disciplines and di!erent sectors of society, merging di!erent
temporal and spatial scales. The scenario framework in
this paper illustrates how mitigation and adaptation can
be presented and perceived as connected/co-evolving systems. This in turn allows stakeholders to envision the
changes possible within their own sectors and their speci"c responses to the issues presented. Our approach
involves stakeholders and builds upon the need expressed by IPCC to have consistent bases for emissions
and adaptation studies. In all these senses, our approach
seeks to be genuinely integrative.
Second, we argue that sustainability indicators are
a potentially valuable input to and an output of integrated scenario formulation. As an input, they can be used
to #esh out and give added speci"city and concreteness
to scenario storylines expressed in more qualitative
terms. The respondents to our survey thought they
worked especially well as &prompts', encouraging them to
think in a more focused way about potential impacts and
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adaptive responses. After some pre-testing, we discovered
that indicators which had been designed to meet the
practical needs of stakeholders in East Anglia worked
best of all, although it is also important to retain some
consistency for the purposes of making comparisons
between and within sectors. As an output, indicators are
a potential valuable means of communicating information about climate impacts in one sector/region to
audience in other sectors/regions. In order to make the
"ndings as policy relevant as possible, the indicators
should not be simply &dreamed up' by researchers but
should re#ect as accurately as possible current regionaland national-level trends/predictions (DETR, 1999). In
Part II of this article we explore the practical utility of the
scenarios by subjecting them to case study test in the East
Anglian region of the UK.
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