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How will land management adapt?

Climate change is a high profile policy issue but one that is clouded by Figure |
uncertainty in the nature, magnitude and timing of change and the responses

of land managers.

There is the need for better communication of the state-of-the-art and
implications of climate change research between researchers, policy makers
and the wider communities of interest.

Local impacts case studies were developed based on downscaled data from
the Hadley Centre regional climate model (UKCIP02) Figure .

A framework of agro-meteorological metrics were then piloted with
stakeholders to find which metrics were useful as indicators (i.e. relate to
management decisions). The piloting also refined the specification and
the presentation format of the indicators.

Workshops and seminars were held with stakeholders providing an
opportunity to debate the implications of the changes with the research

team and between participants.

What did we learn?

The Table shows the direction of change for the climate change indicators

rated as most important by the stakeholders for five case studies.
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® An enhanced connection between research and practitioner communities
with interests in climate change

® A more informed debate on how climate change is viewed, its relative
priority as a driver of adaptation and identification of scenarios for future
changes
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