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protect one’s community from climate change risks than individual transilience (i.e.,

protect one’s community and oneself from climate change 



one’s

s’ 

‘bounce back’ by 



‘bounc back’; 

something good. Although prominent definitions of climate change adaptation explicitly refer to “finding 

new opportunities” (

transilience as individuals’



one’s

greening one’s own backyard can help protect the neighbourhood from heatwaves and 



we asked participants to select the option ‘6’ on the 7



participants indicated whether they agreed with the statement: ‘I believe 

climate change is real’ (

the pronouns “I” and “me” with “we” and “us”

(e.g.  ‘Motivating people in our neighbo

natural hazards caused by climate change’). Participants rated the items on a scal

the number of behaviours for which ‘8’ was selected. We calculated 

converting ‘8’ to ‘missing’)

‘Investing public 



resistant to climate change risks’

‘Preparing a household emergency kit, containing for examp

rgency blankets, first aid kit’



α ω

α = Cronbach’s alpha; ω
McDonald’s omega 

https://senshagen-zwolle.opendata.arcgis.com/
https://senshagen-zwolle.opendata.arcgis.com/


‘Climate change 

’) would lead to higher levels of collective transilience, 

compared to emphasising the risks posed by climate change only to the individual (e.g.  ‘Climate change 

’). This hypothesis was based on research 

that it is “us” against the threat; 



single item ‘I identify 

with the residents of Stadshagen’

not repeat the risks in every item (e.g., ‘I can be brave’ replaced ‘I can be brave in the face of climate 

change risks’)

‘residents of Stadshagen’

‘We, residents of Stadshagen, can be brave’). 

o the question ‘I think the SensHagen 

project is…’ on three scales, ranging

‘I am interested in the SensHagen project’



‘I am planning to motivate other inhabitants of Stadshagen to participate in the 

’

‘participate in a neighbourhood initiative to protect Stadshagen against 

ck the water’

‘contribute to a plan for the redevelopment of Stadshagen to 

reduce flood risks’). 

‘buy insurance to cover the costs of the consequences 

household effects and/or house’ ‘greening 

wave’





α ω

†

α = Cronbach’s alpha; ω = McDonald’s omega; 
†

Zou’s

Zou’s







one’s own

s’

one’s



do more than ‘bounce back’ in the face of climate 



For example, greening one’s own 

potentially affects ‘us’ perceiving that ‘we’ can be transilient



‘ Stadshagen’



r research highlights that people perceive they can do more than just ‘bounce 

back’ in the face of climate change risks
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2. ‘buy insurance to cover the costs of the co

. * Item rephrased compared to study 1 (i.e. ‘grow as a person’) to make it more appropriate for the collective level



Less than €1000



€1000
€2000
€3000
€4000
More than €5000

newsletter. We call this group ‘members’, to distinguish them from the Stadshagen residents who had not signed up 





χ2 (3) = 36.3. p < .001

χ2 (3) = 500. p < .001

Values calculated using the package ‘subscore’ in R studio 



related to collective efficacy, yet we don’t expect the relationship to

Common Fate (Study 1; adapted from Drury et al., 2016; α = .87)

α = .89
When I think about climate change I feel… 

α = .73
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