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This report provides a synthesis and perspective critical issues raised in the review comments for the FOD of WG2 
Chapter 10.  Summary is broken down by chapter section: 

 

General Comments (26 comments, #1-26) 

1. Chapter could improve its uniform coverage of the sign, magnitude, and robustness of conclusions 
(Comment #1), and these could be highlighted (11) and summarized in figures (15). 

2. Chapter could add a focus on what impacts have been attributed to climate change (17, 18, 26, 28) 
and what is inconclusive or not attributed. 

3. Chapter could compare impacts of policies to impacts of climate for sectors covered (5) or guide 
reader to where this appears 

Perspective: the chapter provides a wide range of information; however, it is not comparable and is not 
uniform across key sectors or within key sectors.  Understandably, the non-uniformity reflects that of 
the literature.  Tables comparing sectors, while challenging to assess, might provide a more uniform 
assessment (covering sign, magnitude, robustness, attribution, etc.) 

 

Executive Summary (17 comments, #27-43) 

1. Bold statements do not say much and are more like headings (21, 34).  Key findings needed (11). 
2. Statements could be clearer/more precise.  E.g. what is “significant”. (21, 33, 35-43) 

Perspective: The ES could be shortened by promoting some statement to bold in place of headings now 
there.  ES is not currently very informative since it is not uniform across sectors in its terms.  It is hard 
to tell what is important, what is unknown, and what is not important. 

 

10.1 (0 comments) 

Perspective: This section could clarify the difference between the way key economic sectors are 
considered here as opposed to other chapters, and guide the reader to where the economics of impacts 
might be assessed.  There seems to be a difference between the assessment of resources in the volume, 
and economic sectors; if so this might help motivate why for example water is considered here and 
elsewhere in the assessment. 

 

10.2 (35 comments, #44-78) 



	  

	  

1. Chapter could increase assessment beyond the power sector (63) 

 

10.3 (18 comments, #79-96) 

Perspective: Water resource impacts Vs. impacts on the water sector seems mixed up in both the 
chapter and the expectations of reviewers. 

 

10.4 (10 comments, #97-106) 

 

10.5 (13 comments, #106-119) 

Perspective: Given the size of for example manufacturing in the global economy, it is remarkable that 
so little of the chapter and literature is dedicated to this sector.  Might some comparison between 
sectors be useful in highlighting conclusions like this one in a more explicit way? 

 

10.6 (72 comments, #120-191) 

1. Alternative suggestion of a summary statement (153) 

Perspective: Recreation seems to be swamped by discussion of tourism.  Might help to consider how 
our budget of leisure time is divided between the types of recreation and tourism, otherwise the 
findings of the chapter appear very ad hoc. 

 

10.7 (18 comments, #192-209) 

1. Section too positive on incentive of insurance to reduce vulnerability (206)? 

 

10.8  (4 comments, #210-213) 
1. In this section many numbers to many significant digits are given on impact of health sector 

whereas not in other areas. (213)  This may be an example of how the different sectors and not 
uniformly assessed. 

Perspective: Very few comments on this section.  For example, a primary reference of this section is 
Ebi et al (2008) which does not appear in the references but is not pointed out in comments.  Services 
other than health are a large fraction of our economy but are given only a short paragraph; can this gap 
be better highlighted? 

 

10.9 (8 comments, #214-221) 



	  

	  

1. Robustness of conclusions (assertions?)? (221) 

Perspective: I note that 10.9.2.3 gives a somewhat different conclusion that the ES for this section; 
might combine/reduce redundancy.  Is this section only dealing with “poverty traps” or poverty more 
generally; should make clear and guide reader to general discussion.  This section appears to be an 
important one, however, it is buried in the volume and may (as perhaps other sections in this chapter as 
well) received inadequate review. 

 

10.10 (1 comments, #222) 

 

FAQs (4 comments, #223-227) 

 

Appendices (0 comments) 

 

References (2 comments, #228-229) 

 

Tables (7 comments, #230-236) 

 

Figures (3 comments, #237-239) 

1. Develop more figures (238). 


