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Section A - Millennium Development Goals (MDGs)

Women entrepreneurs in Burkina Faso Article by Kerstin Gossé
http:// www.undp.org/

Without access to financial resources (money), escaping poverty is difficult.
Through the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP), a growing
number of women from Burkina Faso take advantage of financial services that
allow them and their families to become self-reliant and enjoy better lives.

30 year-old Fatimata Leah Nahini was forced to drop out of school at the age of
12, because her parents could no longer afford her tuition. Today, she receives
a micro-loan through the Microfinance Sector Building Programme in Burkina
(PRESEM). She can now buy millet in greater quantities in order to manufacture
and sell a local brand of beer. She is doing well and her most important aim is to
keep her four daughters in school.

‘| work hard, so that my daughters can stay in school and have better
opportunities”, she said, while showing what she was able to buy for her two
eldest daughters this year: a uniform for the older one and school supplies for
the younger one.

PRESEM is a UNDP/UNCDF/Fedérations des Caisses populaires du Burkina
joint programme. Its goal is to improve access to local financial services and
especially to income-producing activities for women in order to boost the local
economy.

PRESEM has provided funds for the creation of 9 credit unions which provide
loans and advice to people wanting to start their own businesses. All these of
these credit unions are located in remote areas in the south of Burkina Faso.



Since the opening of the first credit unions in June 2009, 3500 women have
benefited from micro-loans through 269 village-based credit unions. Most of
them spend the money on things such as : food products, millet beer production,
soumbala and donut manufacturing. Others raise sheep and cattle.

“Not only do micro-loans increase the women’s income, they also boost their
confidence. A woman who got a loan and was able to pay it back with interest
speaks with confidence and her status in the community improves”, said
Kadiatou Koubere, who is in charge of women's activities for the PRESEM credit
unions.

Fatimata Leah Nahini may not be rich, but her micro-loan gave her hope, as she
started saving money, putting away $370 in six months.

“l make more money and | can help my husband with his expenses. But if we do
not save, we can not feel at ease. | have my own account, the money | put into it
is for emergencies for my children and myself.”



Section B — Water scarcity in India

B.1.

Source: https://www.vice.com/en_in/article/kzmypz/photos-show-just-how-bad-indias-water-
crisis-drought-has-become



https://www.indianfolk.com/a-flood-of-lessons/
https://www.vice.com/en_in/article/kzmypz/photos-show-just-how-bad-indias-water-crisis-drought-has-become
https://www.vice.com/en_in/article/kzmypz/photos-show-just-how-bad-indias-water-crisis-drought-has-become
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Source: http://www.chaitanyaproducts.com/blog/
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Section C — War on Pacific

C.1.
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Section D - Urban regeneration in the Polish Manchester

D.1.

Year Inhabitants Year Inhabitants
1793 190 1939 672,000
1806 767 1946 496,000
1830 4300 1955 674,000
1850 15,800 1975 798,000
1872 105,000 1988 854,000
1900 314,000 1995 823,000
1915 598,000 2003 781,000
1921 462,000 2009 742,000
1925 538,600 2016 698,000
1931 605,000

D.2.
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Lédz Ksigezy Mtyn and environment

white: the former textile district
W vellow: Ksiezy Miyn

GoogleEarths

13



Section E — Weather forecast: tropical storm

E.1.
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E.3.
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E.5.
Table 3b. Costliest mainland United States tropical cyclones, 1900-2017, after accounting for inflation to

2017 dollars.
RANK TROPICAL CYCLOME YEAR CATEGORY  DAMAGE (U.S.)
1 KATRINA (SE FL, LA MS) 2005 3 $160,000,000,000
2 HARVEY (TX, LA) 2017 4 $125,000,000,000
4  SANDY(Mid-Atiantic & NE US) 2012 1 70,200,000,000
5 IRMA (FL) 2017 4 50,000,000,000
6 ANDREW (SE FLILA) 1992 5 47,790,000,000
7 IKE (TX, LA) 2008 2 34,800,000,000
8 IVAN [AL/NW FL) 2004 3 27,060,000,000
9 WILMA (SFL) 2005 3 24,320,000,000
10 RITA (SW LA NTX) 2005 3 23,680,000.000
11 CHARLEY {SW FL) 2004 4 21,120,000,000
12 IRENE (Mid-Atlantic & NE US) 2011 1 14,985,000,000
13 HUGO (SC) 1089 4 14,070,000,000
14 FRANCES (FL) 2004 2 12,936,000,000
15 AGNES (FLINE U.5.) 1972 1 12,516,000,000
16 ALLISON (N TX) 2001 TS 11,815,000,000
17 BETSY (SE FL/SE LA) 1965 3 11,152,000,000
18  MATTHEW (SE US) 2016 1 10,300,000,000
19 JEANNE (FL) 2004 3 9,900,000,000
20 CAMILLE (MS/SE LANVA) 1969 5 8,776.000,000
21 FLOYD (Mid-Aflantic & NE U.S.) 1999 2 9,620,000,000
22 FRAN (NC) 1996 3 7,900,000,000
23 DIANE (NC) 1855 1 7,630,000,000
24 OPAL (MW FL) 1095 3 7,614,000,000
25 ALICIA (N TX) 1983 3 7,470,000,000
26 ISABEL (Mid-Atlantic) 2003 2 7,370,000,000
27 GUSTAV (LA) 2008 2 6,960,000,000
28 CELIA (TX) 1870 3 6,026,000,000
29 FREDERIC (AL/MS) 1979 3 5,712,000,000
32 LONG ISLAND EXPRESS (NE US) 1938 3 5,279,000,000
33 NC/VA 1844 (Mid-Atlantic) 1944 3 4,927.000,000
34 CAROL (NE US) 1954 3 4,198,000,000
36 GEORGES (FL Keys, MS, AL) 1998 2 3,775,000,000
38 DONNA (FL, Eastern US) 1960 4 3.235,000,000
39 DENNIS (NW FL) 2005 3 3.200,000,000
40  ISAAC (LA) 2012 1 3,024,000,000
41 ELENA (MS/AL/NW FL) 1985 3 3.003,000.,000
ADDENDUM
3 MARIA (PR, USVI) 2017 4 90,000,000,000
30 INIKI (Kauai, HI) 1992 4 5,487.000,000
31 GEORGES (USVIPR) 1998 3 5,285,000,000
35 HUGO (USVI, PR) 1989 4 4,020,000,000
37 MARILYN {USVI, PR) 1995 2 3,402,000,000
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E.6.
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E.7.

| United States Hurricane Strikes 1950 — 2014*
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| Shird 3 : < : Carol (1953)
Y 2 5 s « T Gerda (1969)

. Edna (1954)
Hurricane Arthur (1954)
| The only landfalling hurricane of the 2014 season, Arthur, came
\| ashore late on July 3, near Cape Lookout, North Carolina, as a
.| Category 2 hurricane. Arthur is the first Category 2 hurricane to 3
strike the United States since lke in 2008. Edna (1954)

Saffir-Simpson
Hurricane Categories
\ S 156 e 97)2,,_\ (at Strike or Landfall)
|
B 98 (1966)@-Dora (1964) Sustained Winds (mph)
There were no hurricane strikes in the United y \lsaa fase 74-95 () Cat 1
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5O indy (2005)
Due to density of storms in s Florence (1988)Easy (1950) 1M1-130 @ Category 3
actual strike locations are approximate. Claudette Betsy (1866) ) Mm( (?0.&)
s 1979) Hazel (1953 131-155 @ Category 4
¥ Strikes-include hurricanes that did 5 1999 -Carmen (1974) Donna (1960) 5 o
direct landfall but did produce o (068) il >155 @ Category 5
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ion r Vi rmati
NOAA's National Centers for Environmental Information ‘
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E.8.

Nearly 2 / 3

of survey respondents said
2017's hurricane season had
an adverse impact on
their operations.

2%

admitted they were “not completely prepared” to deal
with the effects of the hurricanes.

Nearly 7 | n 1 0
of all respondents said they
>

will make changes to their

Of those impacted,
lement

ures

RESEARCH &
DEVELOPMENT tion

INFORMATION &
COMMUNICATION

' risk management strategy
F* going forward.
¥

- Maintenance

- Ecological evaluation

‘Source: FM Global Hurricane Risk Suvey, Jan. 2018
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Section F - Out of Africa
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F.2.

Kenya’s Ethnic Groups

Source: Kenyan embassy o
the UN, Kenya National Bureau

of Statistics
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