[bookmark: _GoBack]Dear Hans-Martin,

Here are a few thoughts from my side.

I guess many EEA member countries would see a benefit in seeing showcased how CCIVs are practically used for preparing and implementing adaptation measures. These can be on the transnational, cross-border, national and sub-national scale. Also formats how different actors are involved in the preparation of CCIV would be of interest. 
One point of relevance could be, if we already take existing adaptation measures into account e.g. taken by the EU Adaptation Strategy/highlighted now in the evaluation? I remember that many national ones did.

The new direction needs to be as highlighted cross-sectoral, not sure if international aspects need to be reflected in the upcoming CCIV assessment, but can be an option. Who are then the data/information providers?
I guess we need to be explicit what the next CCIV assessment brings in terms of added value to national ones: transborder/transnational aspects, focus on similar challenges in similar areas, international dimension for Europe, - also seeing what the ISO-Standard finally suggests…
Being explicit about uncertainties and communicating them.

Providing some kind of timeline in terms of expected impacts 2040 – 2070 – 2100 and different scenarios. I think what we really need to consider are high-end scenarios and potential tipping points or “fat-tails” that we did not consider before – see e.g. Impressions project result.
Another way could be to create a storyline/storylines for some scenarios, that is a better way to communicate to different audiences. Alternatively you can showcase some examples where storylines were used successfully.

I liked from the National CCIV assessment report the suggestion of a common metrics for impacts and vulnerability. This also needs to showcase the areas with the highest risks – with this approach we can bridge a bit the gap and link to the Disaster Risk Reduction and Natural Hazard Management community. The metrics can also help in terms of comparison between the sectors but also for prioritising the sectors/fields of highest relevance.

So far my first thoughts, a bit “Kraut und Rüben”, but hopefully helpful.

Best regards,
Markus


