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Background: Socio-technical regime in HOUSING needs change

Increasing structuration

of activities in local JK national targets: 60% reduction in carbon emissions by 2050 ; and zero emission houses by 2016 Imbalanced articulation of selected pressures and inability of

practices stakeholders to adapt the change.
Socio-economical
Landscape \\
Y Landscape developments put s
Pressure creates b The new Regime is - - .
“Windows of \\\ ?‘ml on ‘I 3""""' regime abh':ov;.al with the ,l' :;‘:;:(8;:”
opportunities’ \\\\. L Landscape Pressure _* landscape .
Markes S\ Suggested way forward : Engagement
~~~ ’
B — — Markets
. /txustm Soco-\\sm‘ ESRm—— —— / _— / \sm . .
Socio- F enchoaicsivasins s R ,,,;/ -~ Industry  { New socio-economical To increase understanding of DEVE|OperS
economical ‘dynamically stable”. | s ERE ndz::z:\eo:‘:"v & &
Regime on different > o~ . dimensions there are Level of housing

L dimensions there are L ——a
Xeoing ptoa:sses/gm

T —'b\g‘"sp'“"““ W sustainability in real time
context of societal

New configuration breaks through, taking advantage of ‘windows of SUSta] nab] l]ty
opportunity’. Adjustments occur in socio-economical regime

External influences on niches
(via expectations and networks)
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Niche- " Experiments: Learning processes take place on multiple dimensions (co-construction)

Innovations Small NETWORKS of actors support novelties on the basis of expectations and visions.

Greater involvement of
all stakeholders as a
collegiate group

Figure: Based on Geels and Schot (2007)

Sustainability Experts Politicians
Regime is threatened from

Multi-layered and involve multi- landscape and niche level and

actors in nested hierarchical misalignment amongst regime

order (Kemp, 1994; Kemp et al., actors (Geels 2005a)

1998; Geels, 2004);

More structured and
associated sustainable
practices are needed
from all stakeholders
(Loorbach and

Rotmans, 2006).

Conclusion

] Need for a stakeholder
engagement conceptual model
Use system dynamics approach;
Facilitate learning process;
Increase responsiveness
Govern stakeholder activities

o >

Bottom up approach
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