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Introduction
In this time of escalating climate crises, there is a pressing need to develop more transformative policies that minimize disproportionate harm and distribute benefits equitably. However, little is currently known about what influences the public’s preferences for or against such policies.

Objectives
This presentation will share results from a two-part study that examined a comprehensive set of justice values underlying urban flood policy preferences. In Study 1, an online survey of residents was implemented in five cities globally. We examined which psychological and other respondent characteristics influence urban residents’ (1) worry about climate change, (2) understandings of environmental injustice, and (3) preferences for climate adaptation policies – and whether results vary across distinct global locations. 

We found strong similarities in results across all of our cities, including that certain political/economic identities were the most consistent predictors of our outcome variables. We also found parallel gaps across locations in participants’ understanding of environmental injustice concepts. Thus, in Study 2 we extended the survey to policymakers in one of our metropolitan areas in order to compare results between policy experts and laypeople.

Methodology
For Study 1, our online survey was translated and administered in 5 cities globally (n=650 residents per city): Buenos Aires, Johannesburg, London, New York City, and Seoul. In Study 2, we extended the survey to two new populations: New Jersey residents (n=650) and New Jersey, New York State, and New York City policymakers (n=200). 

Findings
The outcome measure Worry about climate change was significantly predicted for residents of each city and for our surveyed policymakers by stronger pro-environmental views. Next, a key pattern emerged for the two subsequent outcomes measures (Perceptions of which categories of people are vulnerable to flooding and Preferences for types of recipients of reparative assistance): laypeople in all cities found certain demographic characteristics of others (e.g., people with disabilities or who are low-income) more intuitively vulnerable and more deserving of reparative assistance than other characteristics (e.g., racial/ethnic minorities). However, the surveyed policymakers had broader conceptualizations of vulnerability. Finally, when presented with a conjoint task offering a range of Justice-oriented flood adaptation policies, laypeople in all cities and the surveyed policymakers were in favor of most policies – but they also typically had concerns about the potential costs and political feasibility of these policies. In sum, we find similar patterns among lay participants from wide-ranging locations globally. However, we find a critical distinction between laypeople and policymakers in their perceptions of demographic vulnerabilities and reparative solutions.

Significance of the work for policy and practice 
Taken together, Studies 1 & 2, are a novel exploration of how lay conceptualizations of environmental justice have similarities across disparate locations but differ between policy experts and residents, leading to insights on communication and knowledge gaps that can be targeted for improvement. The presentation will discuss recommendations for how to best frame risk management policies in order to increase support for policies aimed at minimizing environmental inequities.








