AIACC Africa/IOIS Regional Workshop, Dakar, Senegal

Day 2 (March 25, 2004)

Breakout Session B: Hands-On Exercise for Building Socio-Economic Scenarios: What methods are being used by AIACC projects to construct scenarios and/or incorporate variables representing future socioeconomic conditions? Which have been useful or effective, and which have not? 

Chair : Tom Downing

Reporter : Maggie Opondo

Participants drawn from 7 AIACC projects and 6 invited guests.

Introduction

The session kicked off with a round of introductions of the group members. This was guided by the question: Where are you in building and using socio-economic scenarios in your AIACC projects?

Themes generated from the round of introductions:

· Linking the local to the national/global

· Linking science to social science

· Scenarios as solutions to problems, i.e. as developmental pathways, and ensuring scenarios are useful

· Datasets – i.e. the problem of connecting qualitative narratives to numerical data

· A range of methodologies available and in use

Brainstorming Session

A brainstorming session on the introduction themes than ensued, resulting in a list of the reasons for building and using socio-economic scenarios:

Summary of Brainstorming Session:

· Pathways – attempts at defining pathways
· should be seen as a process, design, local building blocks
· scenarios = multiple pathways
· Scenarios basically tell us ”How will the world look like tommorrow”
· Worst case scenario
· Optimal case
· Business as usual
· Achievement of socio-economic goals – e.g. Millenium Development Goals – without doing anything about climate can socio-economic goals reduce vulnerability and increase adaptability?

· Global to local = what is ”external” to the control of local adaptation strategies?

· Diversity – linkages between climate actors, integration/migration

· Consistency of scenarios

Hand-on Exercise

Half of the session was devoted to a hands-on exercise to build scenarios from the point of view of local livelihoods, their exposure to local conditions of vulnerability and the national to global drivers of vulnerability.  This bottom up approach sets the context of future vulnerability, and can be consistent with top down approaches.  A separate note on the methodology of this exercise is available (socioeconomic scenarios exercise.doc).

The hands on exercise generated a lot of enthusiasm and ideas—everyone participated and debated the local and global linkages to vulnerability.  We didn’t have time to compare the two livelihoods that we focussed on (in small groups).  However, the drivers seemed similar although their importance and the nature of their linkage would be particular to the local situation.  

We also didn’t have time to take the template of present stresses and linkages into consideration of formal scenarios.  We did go through one of the cases (smallholder maize farmers) and suggested that the worst case scenario would be driven by water availability, drought subsidies and global markets, and government preparedness and responses.

