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Planning and Building Act (2010:900) B(.)\Térket
Municipal responsibility

Chapter 1. Section 2.

Planning the use of land and water areas in accordance
with this Act is a municipal responsibility.
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Planning and Building Act (2010:900) B?)\Térket
Land that is suited for the purpose

Chapter 2. Section 5.

In planning, € huilt environment and construction works
must be located on land that is suited for the purpose,
with regard to:

1. the health and safety of people;
2. land, rock, and water conditions;

é

. the risk of accidents, flooding, and erosion
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Planning and Building Act (2010:900) a="
.. .. .. Boverket
Supervision of municipal decisions

Chapter 11. Section 10.

é

The County Administrative Board must re-examine the
municipalityds decision i f the dec
mean that:

1. e

é

5. a development will be unsuitable with regard to

peoplebs health or safety, or to t

flooding, or erosion.

Chapter 11. Section 11. The County Administrative | = 4 T i
Board must repeal the e = .r';; @
decision has such import as is indicated in Section 10. g™

over haver. Planomrader markerar med rot
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National assessment on climate Boverket
adaptation

A Assessment suggestion: Politics on a
national level need to address what
future we should adapt our society to

{ and what risks are acceptable.

Il A Response from government: No, we

donH agree. Not necessary to decide

on a national level what risks are

acceptable. Instead we give you 9

guiding principles.

BETANKANDE AV =
KLIMATANPASSNINGSUTREDNINGEN SOU 2017:42
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National strategy on adaptation to Boverket
climate change 1 Guiding principles

Risk management:

2017/18:163

Nationell strategi for klimatanpassning

A When high risk, precautionary measures should

Regeringen overlimnar denna proposition till riksdagen.

Stockholm den § mars 2018

be adopted

8 | h = ~ .
W e n t e r e I S a I I S e r I O Propositionens huvudsakliga innehall
- - - - I propositionen foteslis tvA ndringar | plan- och bygglagea (2010:900)
dam age to infrastructure and buﬂdmgs with S e e
-— andritig. Den ena andringen innebar eft kxav pd art Kommunerna i Gver-

foljd av oversvamning

Karolina Skog
(Miljé- och energidepartementet)

samt pé hur sédana risker kan minska eller upphota. Den andra andringen

high cost as a consequence - climate adaptation SRR s e

Regeringen redovisar ocksé en nationell strategi for klimatanpassning i
syfte att langsiktigt stirica klimatanpassningsarbetet och den mationells

- samordningen av detta arbete. Strategin aviserades i regeringens skrivel-
se Kontrollstation for de klimat- och energipolitiska malen till 2020 samt
Klimatanpassning (rskr. 2015/16:87). Genom strategin mbter regeringen
ocksi dligganden under Parisavialet samt i EU's strategi for Klimat-
- L t I ~

anpassning dar en nationel] strategi for Klimatanpassning Iyfis fram som
ett centralf analytiskt instrument avseft att forklara och prioritera tgarder
ach investeringar
Lagandringama foreslis trada i kxaft den 1 augusti 2018.




Whatisnvery
comes to sea level rise?

Global mean sea level rise
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Figure SPM.9 | Projections of global mean sea level rise over the 21st century relative to 1986—2005 from the combination of the CMIP5 ensemble
with process-based models, for RCP2.6 and RCP8.5. The assessed fikely range is shown as a shaded band. The assessed likely ranges for the mean
over the period 2081-2100 for all RCP scenarios are given as coloured vertical bars, with the comesponding median value given as a horizontal
line. For further technical details see the Technical Summary Supplementary Material {Table 13.5, Figures 13.10 and 13.11; Figures T5.21 and T5.22}

IPCC, 2013: Summary for Policymakers. In: Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of WorkittgeGifthp | to
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change [Stocker, T.F., EK @iattGer M. Tignor S.K. Allen, BoschungA.
Nauels Y. Xia, \Bexand P.MMidgley(eds.)]. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, United Kingdom and New York, NY, USA.



New research and new reports after
IPCC 2013

U.S. Global Change
'@ Research Program

CLIMATE SCIENCE
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Fourth National Climate Assessment | Volume
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Boverket

USGCRR017:Climate Science Special Report: Fourth National Climate Assessment, \Joluslebles
D.J., DWrahey K.AHibbard D.JDokken B.C. Stewart, and TMMaycock(eds.)]. U.S. Global Change

Research Program, Washington, DC, USA, 47dqp1,0.7930/J0J964J6
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Sea level rise in US Climate Science BVt

Special Report

Table 12.1. The Interagency GMSL rise scenarios in meters (feet) relative to 2000. All val-
ues are 19-year averages of GMSL centered at the identified year. To convert from a 1991

2009 tidal datum to the 1983-2001 tidal datum, add 2.4 cm (0.9 inches).

0.06 (0.2) 0.09 (0.3) 0.16 (0.5)

Intermediate-Low 0.08 (0.3) 0.13 (0.4) 0.24 (0.8)
Intermediate 0.10 (0.3) 0.16 (0.5) 0.34 (1.1)
Intermediate-High 0.10 (0.3) 0.19 (0.6) 0.44 (1.4)
High 0.11 (0.4) 0.21 (0.7) 0.54(1.8)

Extreme 0.11 (0.4) 0.24 (0.8) 0.63(2.1)

Table 12.4. Probability of exceeding the Interagency GMSL scenarios in
2100 per Kopp et al.”® New evidence regarding the Antarctic ice sheet,
if sustained, may significantly increase the probability of the interme-
diate-high, high, and extreme scenarios, particularly under the higher
scenario (RCP8.5), but these results have not yet been incorporated into
a probabilistic analysis

ow 94% 98% 100%
Intermediate-Low 49% 73% 96%
Intermediate 2% 3% 17%
Intermediate-High 0.4% 0.5% 1.3%
High 0.1% 0.1% 0.3%

Extreme 0.05% 0.05% 0.1%

0.30 (1.0)
0.50 (1.6)
1.0 (3.3)
1.5 (4.9)
2.0 (6.6)
2.5 (8.2)

USGCRR017:Climate Science Special Report: Fourth
National Climate Assessment, Voluni&/lebbles

D.J., D.Wrahey K.AHibbard D.JDokken B.C. Stewart, and
T.KMaycock(eds.)]. U.S. Global Change

Research Program, Washington, DC, USA, 47dgip.,
10.7930/J0J964J6
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SMHI yesterday Boverket

listic Scenarios for Sea level
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Figure Probabilistic regional projection using RCP8.5 for the

5.17.50.831 95 and 99% uncertainty percentiles From Grinsted et al

{2015)




-, -
[t Sane

Sea level rise In US Climate Science Boverket
Special Report

Table 12.5. Post-2100 extensions of the Interagency GMSL rise scenarios in meters (feet)

0.30 (1.0) 0.34 (1.1) 0.37 (1.2) 0.39 (1.3)

Intermediate-Low 0.50 (1.6) 0.60 (2.0) 0.73 (2.4) 0.95 (3.1)
Intermediate 1.0 (3.3) 1.3 (4.3) 1.8 (5.9) 2.8(9.2)
Intermediate-High 1.5(4.9) 2.0 (6.6) 3.1(10) 5.1(17)
High 2.0 (6.6) 2.8(9.2) 4.3 (14) 7.5 (25)

Extreme 2.5 (8.2) 3.6 (12) 5.5 (18) 9.7 (32)

USGCRR017:Climate Science Special Report: Fourth National Climate Assessment, dlursigbles
D.J., D.Wrahey K.AHibbard D.JDokken B.C. Stewart, and TMaycock(eds.)]. U.S. Global Change
Research Program, Washington, DC, USA, 47@gp10.7930/J0J964J6



What does the national strategy a n dreryo
low probabilityomean to municipal climate
adaptation?
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New developments in Malmé and Boverket
Helsingborg



