Justice, Risk and Climate

Introduction

Injustice.

Solution:
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Motivation
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* Reduce potential environmental and socia
include WAIS melt contribution to SLR proj

* Use the Precautionary Principle as a tool to justify
oreemptive mitigation and adaptation policies for
ow-probability but high-risk climate events.

Problem: The deep uncertainty surrounding sea-level
rise (SLR) projections, particularly the incorporation
melt in the West Antarctic Ice Sheet (WAIS),

introduces issues of political urgency as well as

harm,
ections

Image 2. Ice Buttressing and
Grounding line Structure from
DeConto and Pollard (2016)

SLR threatens global well-being as storm surges and
floods inundate coastal areas, displacing billions.
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Statistical analysis
* Compare CO, emissions to juxtapose atmospheric
warming contributors with vulnerable nations
* Using R and RScript, depict the range of expert
SLR projections, expanding Bakker et al., (under
review), to update SLR projections with potential
WAIS contributions from DeConto and Pollard
(2016) for WAIS contribution to SLR (Fig. 4 & Fig. 5)

Sea-level Rise Projections w/ DeConto and Pollard (2016) WAIS Contribution ~ Fig. 5 Sea-level Rise Projection with
DeConto and Pollard (2016) WAIS

suggests a sense of urgency to include ice

Assessment melt in future projections.

* Include WAIS analysis in future Assessment Report SLR
projections
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Accounting for deep uncertainty and justice in future
Results climate change policy development.
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