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Background What is sustainable governance?
The Workgroup on Designing Sustainable Governance was formed as a sub-group of the Sustainability Transition and Sustainable governance involves all stakeholder groups to coordinate the use of public goods in a way that
Intervention Research Lab in the School of Sustainability at Arizona State University. This student-led initiative optimizes economic and social welfare equitably without compromising the viability and integrity of supporting
pools expertise, experiences, and resources of members to analyze, evaluate, and design governance structures that socio-ecological systems over time.
transform complex sustainability problem constellations.
Mission Expected Results
The research goal is to conduct comparisons across several governance structures focused on sustainability problems Outcomes will reveal similarities and incompatibilities between governance structures and provide initial insights
to derive empirically informed design principles and strategic options for achieving sustainable governance both for evidence-based designs of governance innovations. For example, a crucial design element for sustainable
within and between critical sectors. governance of water resources might be found to be less relevant or even counter-productive in sustainable

governance of emerging technologies. We envision using these insights as a base for evaluating and designing

Getting Involved sustainable governance strategies, elements, and terminologies that cut across various domains.

Interested in collaborating with our team? Send us an email and we will add you to our mailing list!
Contact: sustainablegovernance@googlegroups.com
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