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Introduction

A growing body of literature has shown that externally introduced adaptation options are not always welcome, with community members sometimes resisting “seemingly effective” interventions. We understand externally introduced (adaptation) interventions as those originating from outside, such as state-directed and NGO-led initiatives, in contrast to autonomous adaptation. The conventional perspective is that there are two main ways community members engage with externally introduced adaptation interventions: (i) they either accept and utilise the embedded practices, which is typically seen as a success or (ii) community members resist them, which is then perceived as a failure and attributed to local people’s inability to understand their beneficial potential. While this binary typology of acceptance versus resistance has dominated efforts to understand community engagement with externally driven adaptation interventions, it is somewhat restrictive. 

Objectives

The study expands the resistance thinking discussed by other climate adaptation scholars (e.g., Brink et al., 2023 and Vargas Falla et al., 2024) by recognising communities' capacity to deploy resources, accumulated knowledge, and practices to reshape introduced adaptation measures to accommodate their own needs and goals. We argue that the framing of resistance to climate adaptation can be better understood through the lens of a bricolage framework, thereby transcending the conventional dichotomy of acceptance and resistance. This conceptual framework enables us to elucidate how local actors creatively assemble and reshape external adaptation measures by drawing on available material, experiential, and sociocultural assets.

Methodology

The study draws on four cases of "adaptation bricolage," which illustrate the alteration of bricolage in African food systems. Derived from a systematic review of 37 publications, these cases exemplify the local community's creativity and capacity to adjust or modify planned interventions in various ways to suit their needs and goals.

Findings

The cases highlight the importance of integrating immediate and long-term goals. What is often labelled as a “failure” may still contribute to adaptive capacity by providing experience and resources that become relevant in different circumstances. Another important lesson from these cases is that adaptation outcomes do not result solely from externally-driven interventions. Instead, adaptation outcomes emerge as a continued interaction between external agendas and local agency. 

Significance of the work for policy and practice 

The bricolage framework offers perspectives for climate policy actors and practitioners to effectively co-design and collaborate with key stakeholders in adaptation interventions for greater impact. The research emphasises that evaluations of adaptation interventions need to recognise the collective knowledge and cumulative experiences embodied in community agency by giving more voice to people and considering them as valuable stakeholders, rather than just beneficiaries.






