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Introduction
Many climate change adaptation actions involve making significant life changes. In Australia, both government, private sector and the community sector are investing in programs and strategies intended to support people to make adaptations that reduce their exposure to and risk of impact from increasingly frequent and intense floods, droughts, bushfires and severe storms. However, social licence for different types of adaptation action varies significantly. Understanding when and why an adaptation action, policy or program will be considered acceptable or unacceptable is critical to successful climate change adaptation. Every adaptation action has potential to affect human wellbeing – and these impacts in turn influence both the likelihood of engaging in adaptation actions, and their social acceptability. Understanding the ways different adaptation actions affect human wellbeing provides an important lens that can be used to improve design of adaptation policies and programs. 

Objectives
The objectives of this paper are to examine the extent to which the acceptability of climate change actions can be understood through understanding how they are likely to impact on key factors known to influence a person’s subjective wellbeing, and implications of this for designing adaptation policies and programs

Methodology
Questions asking about the social acceptability of different climate change adaptation actions were included in the 2024 Regional Wellbeing Survey, a survey of 15,000 Australians conducted annually that also asks detailed questions measuring wellbeing, exposure to natural hazard events, and recovery of wellbeing after these events. Respondents were presented with a series of statements about different adaptation actions that framed them as involving higher and lower degrees of choice, autonomy, and shared responsibility between individuals and society as a whole. Bivariate analysis and statistical modelling were used to examine the linkages between acceptance of climate change adaptation action, current wellbeing and wellbeing components including autonomy, competence and relatedness, and experience of natural hazards. 

Findings
The findings show that climate change adaptation actions are significantly less likely to be considered acceptable when they are framed as involving a loss of personal autonomy or limiting personal choices. Climate change adaptation actions framed as enabling personal choice had higher support.   Those with lower wellbeing are less likely to find any adaptation action acceptable or feasible, with specific aspects of wellbeing predicting lower social acceptability. However, those with lower wellbeing – who often include those often considered as vulnerable or marginalised in respects other than climate change – were more likely to consider adaptation actions acceptable where they involved an element of support from institutions to enable adaptation.  

Significance of the work for policy and practice 
This work points to a need to explicitly design climate change adaptation policies and programs to address wellbeing impacts. Ensuring adaptation policies and programs are designed to enable individuals to have autonomy and choice will increase likelihood of both social acceptance, and of individuals successfully maintaining or improving their wellbeing through engaging in adaptation. 







