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A case for thinking conjuncturally about Climate Change Adaptation Policies: an Australian Case


	
Introduction
Over the course of the 20th century, the concept of transformative adaptation has mainstreamed the notion that climate change adaptation can drive proactive, innovative actions that advances climate justice and sustainability principles (Feola, 2015). However, Australia's climate change adaptation policies and planning are rooted in complex historical layers. This makes any attempt to understand transformative potential need to take into account how current policies build upon previous frameworks to render "climate change adaptation" governable. 
Objectives
This research applied a novel methodical framework to the study of climate change adaptation policy development in order to gauge the current policy landscape and explore how societal conditions, institutional dynamics and government policies can contribute to facilitate transformative (and non-transformative) forms of climate change adaptation. 
Methodology
A focus on conjunctures provides a powerful tool for examining the political, economic, cultural, and ideological influences shaping these responses. This innovative approach, termed "conjunctural thinking," uses concepts of articulation, contradiction, and crisis to analyze the dynamic interactions that shape policy and planning environments.
Findings
Applied to two cases of Australian climate change adaptation policy, this conjunctural approach illustrates the impact of conjunctural moments on the formulation and capability of these policies to achieve their objectives. Specifically, the share analysis of the cases identify three ‘critical moments’ for climate change adaptation policies in Australia. First, the convergence of crises and an imperceptiveness to crises’ temporality disrupt the ability for institutions and community to respond to climate change impacts. Second, institutional thinness and inertia contribute to a reduced capacity for systemic and novel changes needed to facilitate transformative adaptation. Third, a poor alignment between climate change adaptation policies and the cultural context they operate in are creating cultural inertia that limits the visibility of unjust and unsustainable systems being worsened by climate impacts. These factors limit the uptake of transformative adaptation as they limit the ‘space for innovation and novelty’ while ignoring the aspects of justice and inequity that underpin the critical conjuncture of the present climate changed moment. 
Significance of the work for policy and practice 
This work challenges notions of crises as ‘windows of opportunity’ for transformative change within climate change adaptation policies. The findings suggest the convergence of multiple concurrent crises (e.g., poly-crisis) and the varied temporality of said crises (e.g., slow burn and rapid onset crises – see Seabrooke and Tsingou 2019) undermines the capacity for institutions and communities to respond proactively and innovatively. Furthermore, this research advances avenues for future work around the enabling or constraining role of cultural factors in climate change adaptation policy development and implementation. Building on work establishing connection between culture and climate change adaptation (see Rühlemann and Jordan, 2021; Pisor, Lansing and Magargal, 2023), this research suggests that exploring the cultural values associated with a place or sector offers a way to understand and motivate adaptation pathways. 
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