‘TOOLKIT" MAPS

To form part of the material for a training workshop that facilitates the
creation of collaborative projects on the risk related to co-occurring
hazards.



Worked example, CASE
STUDY#1, MAPS

These maps are illustrative, derived from experience in the TOGETHER
project. Providing a concrete case study with specific detail is intended
to aid participants in thinking of similar detail in their projects.

* To be shown to participants in Powerpoint presentation, and to be provided to them as
a worked example.
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MAP 3

PROJECT PLANNER: MK ‘Flooﬂl—WiV]d coy‘y‘@la—ﬁom (is it poteutially material?)

I+ is vot proportionate or feasible to fully and self-consistently create avd run a vew catastrophe model, and thew to assess the implications of i+ (€.9. impact on 100
yr AEP loss estimates, and thew solvency). However, separate flooding and extreme wind models exist (ATR), as does software +o combive results with a given
correlation (Aon), and expertise to assess solvency (FRA). The challenge is to link climate evidence to solvency with sufficient accuracy to allow certain, focussed

inferences.

Climate

* SEASS

START

e Literature
studies of flood-
wind correlations

Assume motivations & ivsertion
points are already kvown)

Key

Ba

rrier/

constraint

Useful output/

outcome

—>

Contribution
e.g. skill/data

Hazard

-

\_

« JH: Literature review (TASK 1)
« JHERD: pilot to extend evidewnce of

existence of r +o higher RPs (TASK 3)

* SEASS cawiot 9o to
commercial partwers

Risk/impact

(Aow: Calculate and combine losses frg
flooding avd wind stochastic event
sets using r from task 1, perhaps

refived in +ask 2 (TASK 2) |

J

* SEASS fields,
argued +o be
proxies for hazard

» Jourval paper
[JH&RD]

K * ATR data ouly to Aon/FRA j

* Stochastic events
from ATR loss models
o Additional meta-data

* Analytical experience that
might have client facing
application [Aov]

Implications

" ACTIONS )

* PRA: Solvency modelling (TASK 4)

\° No firm’s data +o leave PRA )

* Simulated seasonal
losses of flood, wind
with coherent time-

stamps

* Bank Underground blog article

[PRA/ATR/Aon/IH/RD]
* 1st-order idea of materiality of

correlation known [ALL]

FINISH



Guidance MAPS

These maps are illustrative, derived from experience in the TOGETHER
project. They do not contain specific detail, rather illustrations
generalized from the experiences.

* To be kept on screen for participants as they fill out their maps.
e Could be used if permission not obtained from TOGETHER participants for the use of it as
CASE STUDY #1
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MAP 2 PROJECT LANDSCAPE: Tor a specific, taraeted project!
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MAP 3

PROJECT PLANNER: For a specific, er@@ﬂ‘@&l projectl
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In 2-3 sewtences state the objective of the project, and how an appropriate climate -> implications analysis will be conducted. This will likely use building blocks

already available to the stakeholders (e.9. models, datasets). Tuclude barriers, concerws, data/skills contributed, and identify +asks required.
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Blank MAPS

Contain only the structure derived from TOGETHER

* To be printed at A3, and placed on tables
* Or, in COVID mode, could be filled in using Powerpoint, although to keep formatting
the Guidance maps may be used in this mode
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MAP 2 PROJECT LANDSCAPE:
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MAP 3 PROJECT PLANNER:
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