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INTERVIEW PROTOCOL: CASE STUDIES 
OF STATE ASSESSMENTS. We have divided 
the interview into two parts. Part I covers general 
questions about how you did your state assessment. 
Part II focuses on broader themes such as lessons 
learned as well as challenges you experienced in 
doing your state assessment and how you overcame 
those challenges. Since we are trying to assemble a 
body of knowledge about doing state assessments, 
we hope to not only understand how you did yours 
but what you learned in doing it. If at any point, 
time becomes short, we may skip some question 
areas to save time.

Part I.
A: Assessment broadly (charge and context)

A-1. What motivated the state assessment?
A-2. What was the scope of the assessment? How 

was the scope determined?
A-3. How was the assessment funded? Do you 

anticipate there will be funding for another 
assessment in the future?

A-4. Did you look to other state, national, or in-
ternational assessments as a guide for how to 
do this assessment?

B. Climate data/modeling
B-1. What climate information or thresholds did 

you focus on for the assessment? How were 
those decided? Did stakeholders have a role in 
shaping them?

B-2. What were your primary data sources for 
historical and future climate analysis?

B-3. Did you identify any challenges or limitations 
with the available climate data for your state 
assessment?

C. Review processes, stakeholder engagement, and 
outreach/communication

C-1. Did you have an expert-/peer-review process 
for the assessment? Was there a public review 
process for the assessment?

C-2. What was your engagement strategy for 
involving decision-makers or stakeholders in 
the assessment process?

C-3. Did you develop an outreach or communica-
tion strategy for sharing assessment findings? 
Did you have trained communication experts 
to help develop the strategy or with develop-
ing and sharing results?

C-4. Did you measure the usability/use of the 
state assessment? If so, how? Was there any-
thing surprising or disappointing in what 
you found?

Part II.
D. Lessons/challenges/takeaways

D-1. Thinking about lessons learned from do-
ing the state assessment, what in your view 
worked really well and what might you do 
differently next time? (Probe: scope, funding, 
data, engagement, outreach, usability.)
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D-2. In the literature, assessments are evaluated in 
terms of how decision-makers or stakeholders 
perceive the credibility, the relevance, and the 
fairness of the assessment process and assessment 
products. In doing your assessment did you worry 
about how stakeholders or decision-makers would 
perceive the credibility, the relevance, and the 
fairness of the assessment? Did decision-makers or 
stakeholders express any concerns about the cred-
ibility, salience, or legitimacy of the assessment?

D-3. How would you evaluate state climate assessments 
in general? (Probe: What would be the key factors 
you would use to measure the overall success of the 
process and products of a state assessment?)

D-4. Looking back on your experience with the assess-
ment, in your view what are the key strengths and 
limitations of doing assessments at the scale of an 
individual state? (Probe: scope, funding, climate 
data, engagement, outreach, usability, expertise 
availability.)

D-5. Besides lacking a local context, are there any 
other reasons why state assessments may be more 
useful than the U.S. National Assessment? (Probe 
for specific examples; note: key strength may be 
something other than local context.)

E. Wrap-up/final thoughts
E-1. Is there anything else that you wish to share about 

the assessment process or product that we haven’t 
yet discussed?

RESEARCH METHODS ADDITIONAL DE-
TAILS. Interviews were recorded, transcribed, and 
then coded using both inductive and deductive quali-
tative methodologies (Creswell 2007). Coding was 
performed using qualitative data analysis software 
NVivo 11 (QSR International, Burlington, Massachu-
setts) (Galletta 2013; Saldaña 2016) to identify 1) how 
interviewees thought about and approached producing 
salient, credible, and legitimate SCAs; 2) interviewee 
perspectives on the strengths and limitations of SCAs; 
and 3) challenges faced by SCAs. In addition to coding 
transcripts, SCAs were categorized by whether or not 
they were ongoing, the motivation for the SCA (e.g., 
mandate or voluntary), and the intended audience for 
the SCA.
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Table ES1. Most recent state climate assessments by state with publication year and web link. Interviewees 
included representatives from all SCAs listed except Maryland and Delaware.

Assessment title
Year  

Published URL

Delaware Climate Change Impact Assessment 2014 http://bit.ly/2IOsQm1

California’s Fourth Climate Change Assessment 2018 www.climateassessment.ca.gov/

Climate Change in Colorado 2014 https://wwa.colorado.edu/climate 
/co2014report/

Connecticut Physical Climate Science Assessment Report — Assessment under final review

Climate Change and Pacific Islands: Indicators and Impacts 2012 https://pirca.org/2012/12/04/2012 
-pirca-full-report/

Indiana’s Past and Future Climate: A Report from the 
Indiana Climate Change Impacts Assessment

2018 https://ag.purdue.edu/indianaclimate 
/indiana-climate-report/

2018 Annual Report Maryland Commission on Climate Change 2018 http://bit.ly/2WehMBt

Massachusetts State Hazard Mitigation and Climate Adap-
tation Plan

2018 http://resilientma.org/resources 
/resource::2156

2017 Montana Climate Assessment 2017 http://montanaclimate.org/

Understanding and Assessing Climate Change Implications 
for Nebraska

2014 http://bit.ly/2GRtgnY

Potential Effects of Climate Change on New Mexico 2005 http://bit.ly/2XR1IG8

Responding to Climate Change in New York State 2011 https://on.ny.gov/2IPrAij

4th Oregon Climate Assessment Report 2019 http://bit.ly/2XZn30l

Pennsylvania Climate Impacts Assessment Update 2015 http://bit.ly/2UQ2Ckj

State Climate Summaries: Rhode Island1 2017 https://statesummaries.ncics.org 
/chapter/ri/

Vermont Climate Assessment 2014 http://vtclimate.org/publications/

Climate Change Impacts and Adaptation in Washington 
State: Technical Summaries for Decision Makers

2013 http://bit.ly/2ZLAK4D

Wisconsin’s Changing Climate: Impacts and Adaptation 2011 www.wicci.wisc.edu/publications.php

1 The Rhode Island state climate summary is one of 50 state summaries produced by NCICS.
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