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Scenario Testing

» Step 1: Develop Scenario’s

» Step 2: Impact of the policy. How does scenario play out under the
policy. What would be result of apllying the policy to the scenario?

* Step 3: Assessment of impact. Does the outcome of step 2 result in
an unwanted outcome or unforesee negative side effect? If so, does

the policy need to be adjusted?



Step 1: develop scenario’s

Scenario: a description of possible events, or a description of the story of a movie, play, or other
performance.

A worst-case scenario is the worst situation that can be imagined: In the worst-case scenario, the
whole coast would be under waterStory of circumstances that could happen

Method:

* Zoom Break-out rooms: max 5 participants per group:
* 2 minutes to think about scenario

* 10 minutes to record
* Use Jamboard: 5taff to record scenario with sticky notes

* |If time permits
* Combine notes: each group to present scenario’s 5 minutes to present per group



Step 2 & 3 per scenario (next meetings)

* Start with scenario 1

* Individually consider scenarion and how it would play out under the
policy (individually)

* Group to describe the outcome

* Assessment of the outcome
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Consolidation of Scenario’s



