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Water and sanitation service delivery is complex 

and cannot be sustained by any one single actor. 

Recognising this prompts the need for approaches 

that integrate the diverse perspectives of the 

many actors involved in delivering services, align 

incentives, and strengthen collaboration. Countless 

methods and models for collaborative, action-

based approaches exist — many tout success but 

ultimately reveal failure. As governments, donors, 

and implementers plan for the next generation of 

water, sanitation and hygiene (WASH) programming, 

this study reviews frameworks for “collective 

action approaches” across sectors in the US and 

elsewhere. The study identifies a set of common 

conditions that have led to success of collective 

action efforts not related to water and sanitation 

service delivery and proposes future work to ground 

these conditions in WASH sector experiences. The 

desk review intends to inform conversations and 

advise decision-makers on standard approaches 

for enabling groups of actors working on complex 

WASH problems to take collective action. 

Introduction 
The water, sanitation, and hygiene (WASH) sector recognises 

that water supply and sanitation service delivery systems 

are managed and governed by an array of actors that each 

play key roles in providing that service to the public. These 

actors are diverse: they operate at different administrative 

levels within a variety of sectors outside of water and 

sanitation, while satisfying diverse governmental and 

organisational mandates (Schouten & Smits, 2015). In some 

contexts, these actors find ways to overcome differences, 

align incentives, and coordinate activities to effectively 

deliver and safely manage services. In other contexts, water 

supply and sanitation service levels are astoundingly low, 

meaning new forms of management and governance are 

needed to provide and sustain these services. The United 

States Agency for International Development (USAID), the 

World Bank, the UN and others recognise that strengthening 

local systems by bolstering coordination among actors is an 

important approach to learn about as it has the potential to 

facilitate actors to piece together these complex problems 

and collectively develop sustainable solutions (USAID, 2014; 

Mumssen et al., 2018; UNGC, 2013). For example, the USAID 

2018 Acquisition and Assistance Strategy recognises that 

“Advancing self-reliance in our partner countries requires a 

holistic approach and the expansion of partnerships and 

partnering modalities” (2018b, p.4), while the USAID Local 

Systems Framework notes that a local system needs a set 

of interconnected actors “whose collective actions produce 

a particular development outcome” (2014, p. 4). Similarly, 

some organisations consider coordination alongside 

maintenance, finance, and policy as one of the key ‘building 

blocks’ necessary for sustainable water and sanitation 

services globally (Huston & Moriarty, 2018).

Fostering a group of local actors to take collective actions 

that achieve development outcomes is increasingly called 

a ‘collective action approach’, yet many terms are used to 

describe the same concept and there is little agreement 
in the WASH sector as to what this approach entails. 
Collaborative management, collaborative governance, 

platforms for partnership, learning alliances, collective 

impact, and collective action all describe approaches 

that seek to gather a diversity of all relevant actors; 

reach consensus on a common agenda; and implement 

coordinated actions to address a complex problem that could 

not be solved by the individual members alone (Ansell and 

Gash, 2007; Emerson et al., 2012; Gray, 1989; Margerum, 2011). 

For this review, we will refer to all of these as ‘collective action 

approaches’, for which we pose a working definition of: A 

structured approach to strengthening the coordination and 

partnership of local actors to engage in mutually reinforcing 

collective actions toward achieving a development outcome. 

The increasing use of collective action concepts for WASH 

systems strengthening has led to various guidance and 

ideas on how a collective action approach can be convened, 

facilitated, sustained, and monitored. However, these have 

not been collated, compared, or evaluated systematically. 

Collective action approaches are a priority area of learning for 

the USAID Sustainable WASH Systems Learning Partnership 

(SWS), which seeks to learn about new approaches and 

tools that can overcome barriers for improving WASH service 

sustainability and strengthen the local system (USAID, 2018a). 

Elements of collective action are present to some extent 

in all SWS activities across Kenya, Uganda, Ethiopia, and 

Cambodia. These approaches all aim to better understand 

and strengthen how groups of local actors coordinate, learn, 

and act collectively to sustain water or sanitation services, 

and by doing so strengthen the local service delivery system 

as a whole. However, SWS is not alone: WaterAid, Agenda for 

Change, Millennium Water Alliance and others use similar 

approaches to strengthen local-level systems.

Objectives of this study
In this conference paper, we review existing publicly 

available frameworks for achieving collective action in 

social sectors, to document elements of collective action 

approaches and determine how these conditions are or 

can be measured.  However, this only provides a starting 
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point as few of the frameworks consider cases in WASH 

and many are based on Eurocentric and US-centric 

experiences. Further work is needed to identify which 

conditions are relevant to the WASH context and how 

they can be evaluated in short-term and long-term (i.e. 

post-programme) timelines. In future work, we plan to 

determine which conditions combine to enable success, 

evaluated as changes in behaviours (relationships, 

activities) within the coalition; the ability for the coalition to 

sustain itself; and the ability of the group to take actions. 

This will enable us to also understand if all conditions 

must be present for success or to even be considered 

a ‘collective action approach’, or if there are subsets of 

conditions that, when combined, are ‘enough’ to reliably 

lead to the desired outcome.   

Method and approach
This desk review synthesises conditions for success from 

seven frameworks using 16 individual documents, which 

together incorporate learning from over 250 case studies. 

We sought out ‘frameworks’ that reflect on and synthesise 

multiple case studies, rather than comparing many 

individual case studies ourselves. We started by only using 

search terms “collective action”, a term increasingly used 

in the WASH sector, paired with “water” or “sanitation” in 

an attempt to find central frameworks that informed this 

use of language in the WASH sector. Due to limited results, 

we expanded our search terms to include “collaborative 

action” and found frameworks referring to “collaborative 

governance” or “collaborative management”, among 

others. Sources were gathered from Google and Google 

Scholar, and we solicited additional articles recommended 

by WASH development practitioners. Thus, we included 

frameworks that did not specifically say “collective action” 

but still aligned with the type of approach that reflects our 

understanding of collective action approaches.

We excluded frameworks that looked solely at global 

or trans-national partnerships or partnerships between 

donors and national governments. At the other end of the 

spectrum, we also did not include frameworks that focused 

only on a single type of actor, such as “individual citizens” 

present in studies of community-based management. 

These were excluded because we were interested in local 

systems, defined by USAID as “those interconnected sets 

of actors —governments, civil society the private sector, 

universities, individual citizens and others —that jointly 

produce a particular development outcome”, where 

“the ‘local’ in a local system refers to actors in a partner 

country…. national, provincial or community-wide in 

scope” (USAID, 2014, p. 4).

Ultimately, only the UN Global Compact framework 

was directly about water and only the IRC Learning 

Alliance framework involved WASH service delivery. 

Most frameworks focused on initiatives in the US and the 

European Union; as these represented almost all case 

studies, these were included in our search. Though these 

are important cases to learn from, the resulting conditions 

may be Eurocentric and US-centric and findings will need 

to be validated with local research.

Once frameworks were gathered, we searched for 

multiple documents about the framework to ensure we 

captured changes made to the framework over time. 

For example, the Collective Impact framework was first 

published in 2011 by Kania and Kramer of FSG and has 

had two articles that relate to applying this framework to 

international contexts from 2014 and 2017, as well as one 

in-depth impact assessment for 20 case studies in the US 

in 2018 (Kajenthira & Sion, 2017; Lyn et al., 2018; Patscheke 

et al., 2014). These all were included in our assessment of 

conditions from the framework (Box 1).

Across these frameworks we seek to answer the questions: 

What conditions do frameworks tout as being important 

contributors for collective action success? How do these 

compare between frameworks? How are these measured? 

Collective action ‘theory’ versus collective action ‘approach’
Though the terminology has evolved far beyond the 

original theory, it is worth explaining the original “collective 

action theory”. The original theory from 1965 poses a 

theoretical problem where individuals who are acting 

rationally produce an undesired outcome collectively, 

while to produce a desired, mutually-beneficial outcome 

collectively, individuals have to act against their better 

judgement. One type of collective action problem is the 

more widely-known “tragedy of the commons” problem 

developed by Hardin in 1968, in which groups of people 

use up a shared resource such as water or land to the 

point of depletion. In the original collective action theory, 

Olson argues that “rational, self-interested individuals 

will not act to achieve their common or group interests” 

because, as the benefits are shared by the entire group, an 

individual can choose to not act and still reap the benefits 

from others acting; the burden accrued by their failure to 

act is shared by the entire group (1965, p. 2). 

In a simplified example from WASH, we can see collective 

action problems in payment for rural water services, where 

if everyone were to consistently pay a proportional share 

of the cost then the operator could properly upkeep a 

handpump and sustain the service (the desired, mutually-

beneficial outcome) but the rational choice for an individual 

is to not pay for water when they can get it for free from a 

surface water body. Without rules or social pressure, it is easy 
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for an individual to ‘defect’ and not pay, instead gathering 

water from another source. If all other individuals continue 

to pay, the handpump can keep running and the ‘defector’ 

could still access the handpump and benefit from the desired 

outcome without having to contribute themselves. 

BOX 1. COLLECTIVE ACTION FRAMEWORKS 
REVIEWED
The frameworks reviewed and the sources used for 

each framework, in chronological order:

•	 Collective action, the original theory as first 

established by economists to explain why 

individuals in a group will not act toward a 

collective interest, by Olson (1965) and Ostrom 

(1990, 1995, 2000).

•	 Collaborative governance, a framework for 

groups collectively managing or governing a 

service, first established by Ansell & Gash (2007) 

using 137 case studies and then further tested 

and applied in Emerson (2012, 2015), Ulibarri (2015, 

2017), Ansell & Gash (2018), and Langridge & 

Ansell (2018).

•	 Collaborative management and planning, a 

framework provided in a book by Margerum 

(2011) that synthesises findings from over 60 case 

studies on collaboration in natural resources, 

social services, and infrastructure planning.

•	 Collective Impact, a framework for enabling 

groups to work better together for lasting positive 

social impacts, largely applied in developed 

countries in over 30 case studies: Kania and 

Kramer (2011), Lyn et al. (2018), Patscheke et al. 

(2014), and Kajenthira & Sion (2017).

•	 Collective action, a framework adapted to the 

context of sustainable development of water 

services by the UN Global Compact with The CEO 

Water Mandate (2013).

•	 Learning Alliances, a structured process for 

innovation and scale-up across different 

institutional levels, disciplines, and actors, is 

largely applied by IRC WASH in the WASH sector. 

Smits et al. (2007) poses some reflections across 

three cases of Learning Alliances.

•	 Platforms for Partnerships is a framework by 

UKAid– Reid et al. (2014), which studied nine 

cases in-depth that brought together local actors 

to partner for sustainable development and 

outlines the role of the private sector in doing so.

However, decades of research led by Ostrom (1990, 1995, 

2000) has shown that individuals can, in fact, collectively 

take action for cases where they all mutually rely on a 

public good or service. The type of group that could take 

collective actions was considered able to ‘overcome the 

collective action problem’. Ostrom created a framework 

based on studying where groups of common-pool 

resources users came together to sustainably manage 

their resource, outlining key ‘design principles’ to overcome 

these collective action problems. This realm of research 

largely learned from groups of individual citizens that all 

used a single, finite resource – such as land, groundwater, 

or the atmosphere. This original theory applies well 

to problems such as payment for water and open-

defecation-free movements for sanitation. However, this 
theory does not fully reflect the evolved terminology of 
a ‘collective action approach’ as it focuses on a single 
type of actor (individual citizens) and it does not expand 
to encompass the processes of groups of local actors, 
including public and private organisations, that come 
together to jointly sustain a water or sanitation service. 
Thus, we included some of the core “design principles” 

from Ostrom’s work in the desk review but cannot fully 

rely on this theoretical basis and must turn to other forms 

of practical knowledge and experience in collaborative 

management and governance for public services.

Results
The complete results table is found in the annex, while a 

summary of results is presented below. Conditions were 

collated from each framework, then organised into groups 

based on overlapping or similar ideas to produce common 

conditions. Gaps emerged during this synthesis, including 

different considerations of ‘success’ for collective action, 

little consideration of how multiple conditions might work 

in combination to produce results, and little consideration 

of the importance of different conditions at different 

phases of a collective action approach. 

Conditions synthesis
Many conditions have been outlined as ‘necessary’ for 

collective action to be successful. Similar to the concept of 

‘building blocks’ for sustainable WASH services (Huston & 

Moriarty, 2018), the presence or absence of these conditions 

are claimed to influence the strength of the collective action 

initiative. Our review of seven frameworks resulted in a total 

of 78 conditions, many of which overlapped or represented 

similar ideas, but each provided a unique perspective. We 

organised and grouped these into 11 ‘common conditions’ 

based on similar concepts and ideas (Box 2). 
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This preliminary set of common conditions has yet to be 

validated by WASH practitioners to understand the role 

these conditions play in WASH collective action approaches. 

There may also be aspects unique to the WASH area that 

direct the conditions necessary for success.

Table 1 in the Annex provides a list of each condition 
that was combined into each common condition and 
cites the framework each is from.

BOX 2. COMMON CONDITIONS 
The 11 common conditions that the seven frameworks claimed are necessary for successful collective action are:

•	 Legitimate, capable, diverse leadership1,3,4,5,6,7: Effective leadership with skills and knowledge to manage the group. 

Leadership can be externally or internally driven but should be representative of the stakeholders. It takes the form 

of many roles which are taken on by members over time. Roles include guiding activities into a cohesive process, 

and mediating communication, coordination, and decision-making.

•	 Interaction and response 2,3,4,5,6:

o	 Internal: Members interact with and are responsive to each other. Members are transparent and accountable, 

making actions easily known to all. Dialogue is effective and tailored to preferred communication avenues. 

o	 External: Includes externally-facing communication to a wider audience. The initiative is a trusted source of 

information.

•	 Internal rules and reporting 1,2,5,6,7: Internal rules and methods for tracking compliance with rules. Agreed-upon 

scope, roles, decision processes, and time and resource commitments of the engagement.

•	 Common agenda 3,4,5,6,7: Shared understanding of problem definition, theory of change, and strategy for 

accomplishing goals. Agreed-upon scope, roles, decision processes, and time and resource commitments of the 

engagement.

•	 Credibility, Trust, Social Capital 2,4,5,6: Established foundations of trust and credibility within the network of members, 

shared acceptance of diverse perspectives.

•	 Incentives or motivation to engage 4,5,6,7:

o	 Convening: Members have incentives (motivations, pressures) to join (existing power-resource-knowledge 

asymmetries, prehistory of cooperation or conflict, external pressures, no other venues for accomplishing goals). 

Power asymmetries pose a risk of powerful actors not participating so as to not lose power.

o	 Sustaining: Ongoing commitment to and shared ownership of the process. Incentives to continue to engage 

(external pressures, known value-add of membership, mutually reinforcing activities, relative power symmetry/ 

balance).

•	 Knowledge, data, learning 3,5,6,7: Access to precise and comprehensive data, which the group can collectively use 

to support learning and decision making. Capturing results from an action taken and determining any corrective 

action. Generation of new, shared knowledge. At initial stages, having knowledge asymmetries can lead to more 

knowledge sharing.

•	 Membership and government involvement 3,4,5,7: Active involvement of a range of diverse actors and perspectives, 

but with the ability to manage conflicting interests. Early and frequent engagement with the government. 

Participation is stable over time, with little turnover.

•	 Adaptation 2,5,6: Ability to adapt as the problem or the group or the context changes.

•	 Resources 5,6,7: Adequate budget support and time commitment to support processes.

•	 Early Wins 3,5: Intermediate outcomes, small wins, early capacity building.

See Table 1 for the sub-conditions for each.

1
	 Collective action, the original theory: Olson (1965) and Ostrom (1990, 1995, 2000)

2
	 Collective action: UN Global Compact (2013)

3
	 Collective iImpact: Kania and Kramer (2011), Lyn et al. (2018), Patscheke et al. (2014), and Kajenthira & Sion (2017)

4
	 Collaborative management and planning: Margerum (2011)

5
	 Collaborative governance: Ansell & Gash (2007, 2018), Langridge & Ansell (2018), Emerson (2012, 2015), Ulibarri (2015, 2017)

6
	 Platforms for Partnerships – Reid et al. (2014)

7
	 IRC Learning Alliance –- Moriarty et al. (2007)



7

During this process of identifying and consolidating 

conditions, four gaps emerged that should be considered 

in future work:

•	 Disagreements: disagreements exist between some 

individual conditions. For example, the Collective 

Impact framework argues that a strong common 

agenda is necessary; however, Ansell and Gash (2007) 

specifically warn that if a group determines a common 

agenda too early, actors will diverge from the group 

and act unilaterally rather than collectively, thus some 

divergence of perspectives are necessary. 

•	 Combinations of conditions: some frameworks 

claimed that certain conditions were more influential 

than others while other frameworks discussed how 

some conditions may be necessary but only sufficient 

in combination with others to achieve a successful 

outcome. 

•	 Defining success: ‘success’ was defined and measured 

in different ways, and sometimes not at all. This is 

discussed in more detail below. 

•	 Phasing: some conditions apply to different phases of 

setup, maturing, and sustaining of a collective action 

group. Only two frameworks distinguish between 

“start-up” conditions and “sustaining” conditions, 

while all others assume all conditions to be necessary 

throughout. This is discussed in more detail below.

“Success”
Frameworks considered success or failure in many 

different forms, and sometimes not at all because the 

cases they compared did not measure success or failure. 

A “result” ranged from the actions taken by the coalition, 

to the immediate outputs of those actions, to the wider 

impact or outcomes of those outputs, the latter being the 

hardest to measure and attribute to the original actions 

in the first place (Ansell and Gash 2007). Few sources 

included any measurement of success, although some 

cited the need for the local actors to determine what 

success looks like and to set and measure their own 

results (Kajenthira and Sion, 2017; Kania and Kramer, 2011; 

Patscheke et al., 2014). A few sources somewhat circularly 

consider ‘success’ to be the successful functioning of 

the group, for example, “The ultimate success of almost 

any collective action will include full ownership and a 

strong capacity to execute responsibilities on the part of 

all engaged parties” (UN GC, 2013, p. 35). Future work 

will include identifying the most feasible and relevant 

measures for success for both short-term and long-term 

(i.e. post-programme) timelines, including options such as 

changes in behaviours (relationships, activities) within the 

coalition, the ability for the coalition to sustain itself, and 

the ability of the group to take actions.

Phases of collective action
Collective action groups have different starting points 

and evolve to take different forms. Thus, as a collective 

action group convenes, matures, and sustains itself the 

presence of some conditions may be more important than 

others. For example, as a group of local actors moves 

beyond only sharing information to coordinate actions 

toward a common agenda, they may need more resources 

and consensus (UN GC, 2013). Building on an existing 

platform and morphing it into a collective action coalition 

may look entirely different than creating a platform 

where one did not exist before. As these processes and 

outputs may look different, they also may require different 

measurement and timelines. Currently, all frameworks 

posed conditions claimed to contribute to success when 

convening a collective action coalition. Margerum’s book 

on collaborative management and planning provided 

guidance on conditions claimed to contribute to successful 

sustaining of a coalition (2011). The concept of separating 

out the different phases of collective action can inform both 

the implementation approach and assessment of impact.
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Conclusion and learning
As the WASH sector shifts toward supporting partnerships 

and interconnected actors “whose collective actions 

produce a particular development outcome” (USAID, 2014, 

p. 4), many organisations and programmes will continue 

to seek to bring diverse actors together to form action 

agendas and strengthen the coordination needed to put 

the agendas into action – a collective action approach. We 

synthesised 78 conditions into 11 overarching conditions 

that have been found to enable the success of collective 

action approaches using seven frameworks comprised 

of over 250 case studies from fields of sustainable 

development and collaborative governance and 

management.  Further work will seek to understand how 

these conditions influence collective action for sustaining 

WASH services, including the role of engaging local and 

national governments and best practices for how to 

transition a collective action initiative to sustained action. 

There is also a need to understand how these conditions 

work together to produce a desired outcome, including 

finding particular ‘leverage points’ in key conditions that 

are necessary for success.

Key learning points to take away from this desk review:

•	 Many terms exist to describe the process by which 

diverse groups of actors come together to take collective 

actions, and the terminology has evolved since the 

original ‘theory’ behind collective action.

•	  The 11 common conditions that overlapped in multiple 

frameworks include: Legitimate, capable, diverse 

leadership; Interaction and response; Internal rules and 

reporting; Common agenda; Social capital; Incentives 

or motivation to engage; Adaptation; Resources; 

Knowledge, data, learning; Membership and 

government involvement; and Early Wins.

•	  The setup, maturing, and sustaining phases of a 

collective action group may require different conditions 

for success.

•	  Outcomes in the reviewed resources were focused 

on whether the collective accomplished actions, the 

immediate results or outputs of those actions, and 

the wider impacts or outcomes that resulted from the 

outputs. None looked at the ability for the collective to 

sustain itself, or when the approach is ‘complete’.

•	  Further development is needed to determine a 

comprehensive set of assessment measures for 

conditions of collective action that are adapted for the 

WASH context. 

Acknowledgements
This paper is supported by the generous support of the 

American people through USAID under the terms of 

the Cooperative Agreement AID-OAA-A-16-00075. The 

contents are the responsibility of the Sustainable WASH 

Systems Learning Partnership and do not necessarily 

reflect the views of USAID or the United States Government. 

For more information, visit www.globalwaters.org/SWS, or 

contact Elizabeth Jordan (EJordan@usaid.gov). This work 

is supported by all organisations in the Sustainable WASH 

Systems Learning Partnership, especially IRC-WASH, Tetra 

Tech, Rural Focus Ltd, and UNICEF. The authors would like 

to extend thanks to Daniel Hollander, Elizabeth Jordan, 

John Butterworth, Jonathan Annis, and the Global Projects 

and Organizations research group for providing critical 

feedback and support.

References
•	 Ansell, C., and Gash, A., 2007. Collaborative Governance 

in Theory and Practice. Journal of Public Administration 

Research and Theory, 18(4), 543–571.

•	 Ansell, C., and Gash, A., 2018. Collaborative 

Platforms as a Governance Strategy. Journal of Public 

Administration Research and Theory, 28(1), 16–32.

•	 Huston, A. & Moriarty, P.B., 2018. Understanding the 

WASH system and its building blocks: building strong 

WASH systems for the SDGs, (IRC WASH systems series) 

The Hague: IRC. Available at: www.ircwash.org/sites/

default/files/084-201813wp_buildingblocksdef_web.pdf

•	 Emerson, K., Nabatchi, T., and Balogh, S., 2012. An 

Integrative Framework for Collaborative Governance. 

Journal of Public Administration Research and Theory, 

22(1), 1–29.

•	 Emerson, K., and Nabatchi, T., 2015. Evaluating the 

Productivity of Collaborative Governance Regimes: 

A Performance Matrix. Public Performance & 

Management Review, 38(4), 717–747.

•	 Gray, B. (1989). Collaborating: finding common ground 

for multiparty problems. (Jossey-Bass management 

series) San Francisco: Jossey-Bass.

•	 Kajenthira, A., and Sion, P., 2017. Collective Impact 

Without Borders. Stanford Social Innovation Review 

Stanford: University of Stanford. Available at: https://ssir.

org/articles/entry/collective_impact_without_borders

•	 Kania, J., and Kramer, M., 2011. Collective Impact. 

Stanford Social Innovation Review, Winter 2011, 36–41. 

Stanford: University of Stanford.

•	 Langridge, R., and Ansell, C., 2018. Comparative 

Analysis of Institutions to Govern the Groundwater 

Commons in California. Water Alternatives, 11(3), 481-

510.

8

https://www.ircwash.org/sites/default/files/084-201813wp_buildingblocksdef_web.pdf
https://www.ircwash.org/sites/default/files/084-201813wp_buildingblocksdef_web.pdf
https://ssir.org/articles/entry/collective_impact_without_borders
https://ssir.org/articles/entry/collective_impact_without_borders


99

•	 Margerum, R., 2011. Beyond Consensus. Massachusetts: 

MIT Press.

•	 M. S. Wumbai, A., 2016. Impact through partnerships. 

The Hague: IRC. Available at: https://www.ircwash.org/

news/impact-through-partnerships

•	 https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/

documents/1687PLATFORMS%20for%20partnerships.pdf

•	 Mumssen, Y., Gustavo, S. and Kingdom, B., 2018. 

Aligning Institutions and Incentives for Sustainable 

Water Supply and Sanitation Services: Report of the 

Water Supply and Sanitation Global Solutions Group, 

Water Global Practice, World Bank. Washington DC: 

World Bank. Available at: https://openknowledge.

worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/29795/126016-

WP-P159124-PUBLIC-7-5-2018-12-14-46-W.

pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y

•	 Ostrom, E., 1990. Governing the Commons: The 

Evolution of Institutions for Collective Action. New York: 

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge [England].

•	 Ostrom, E., 1995. Understanding Institutional Diversity. 

Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

•	 Ostrom, E., 2000. Collective Action and the Evolution of 

Social Norms. 14(3), 137–158.

•	 Olson, M., 1965. The logic of collective action. 

Cambridge [USA]: Harvard University Press.

•	 Patscheke, S., Barmettler, A., Herman, L., Overdyke, S., 

and Pfitzer, M., 2014. Shaping Global Partnerships for 

a Post-2015 World. Stanford Social Innovation Review, 

Stanford: University of Stanford. Available at: https://ssir.

org/articles/entry/shaping_global_partnerships_for_a_

post_2015_world

•	 Reid, S., Hayes, J.P. and Stibbe, D.T., 2014. Platforms for 

Partnership: Emerging good practice to systematically 

engage business as a partner in development, The 

Partnering Initiative, Oxford.

•	 Schouten, T. & Smits, S., 2015. From infrastructure 

to services: trends in monitoring sustainable water, 

sanitation and hygiene services, Rugby, UK: IRC and 

Practical Action. Available at: https://www.ircwash.org/

sites/default/files/pa_book_final_pdf_2015.pdf.

•	 Smits, Stef; Moriarty, Patrick and Sijbesma, Christine 

(eds) (2007). Learning alliances: Scaling up innovations 

in water, sanitation and hygiene. Delft, The Netherlands, 

IRC International Water and Sanitation Centre. (Technical 

paper series; no. 47). 174 p.

•	 UNGC – UN Global Compact, The CEO Water Mandate, 

2013. Guide to Water-Related Collective Action. Available 

at: https://www.unglobalcompact.org/docs/issues_

doc/Environment/ceo_water_mandate/Water_Guide_

Collective_Action.pdf

•	 Ulibarri, N., 2015. “Tracing Process to Performance of 

Collaborative Governance: A Comparative Case Study of 

Federal Hydropower Licensing: Ulibarri: A Comparative 

Case Study of Federal Hydropower Licensing.” Policy 

Studies Journal, 43(2), 283–308.

•	 Ulibarri, N., and Scott, T. A., 2017. “Linking Network 

Structure to Collaborative Governance.” Journal of Public 

Administration Research and Theory, 27(1), 163–181.

•	 USAID, 2018a. Sustainable WASH Systems Learning 

Partnership. US Agency for International Development. 

Washington DC. February 2018. Available at: https://

files.globalwaters.org/water-links-files/SWS%20Fact%20

Sheet.pdf

•	 USAID, 2018b. Acquisition and Assistance Strategy. US 

Agency for International Development. Washington, 

DC. December 2018. Available at: https://www.

usaid.gov/sites/default/files/documents/1868/AA_

Strategy_12-10-18.pdf

•	 USAID, 2014. Local Systems: A Framework for Supporting 

Sustained Development. US Agency for International 

Development. Washington, DC. Available at: https://

www.usaid.gov/policy/local-systems-framework

Keywords
collective action, collaborative governance, local systems, 

systems approach

Contact details

Kimberly Pugel, PhD Student

University of Colorado, USA.

Tel: +1.530.615.9319

Email: kimberly.pugel@colorado.edu

www.colorado.edu/lab/gpo/kimberly-pugel	

Amy Javernick-Will, Ph.D., Associate Professor

University of Colorado, USA.

Tel: +1.720.220.7220

Email: amy.javernick@colorado.edu

www.colorado.edu/ceae/amy-javernick-will

https://www.ircwash.org/news/impact-through-partnerships
https://www.ircwash.org/news/impact-through-partnerships
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1687PLATFORMS%20for%20partnerships.pdf
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/1687PLATFORMS%20for%20partnerships.pdf
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/29795/126016-WP-P159124-PUBLIC-7-5-2018-12-14-46-W.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/29795/126016-WP-P159124-PUBLIC-7-5-2018-12-14-46-W.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/29795/126016-WP-P159124-PUBLIC-7-5-2018-12-14-46-W.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/bitstream/handle/10986/29795/126016-WP-P159124-PUBLIC-7-5-2018-12-14-46-W.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
https://ssir.org/articles/entry/shaping_global_partnerships_for_a_post_2015_world
https://ssir.org/articles/entry/shaping_global_partnerships_for_a_post_2015_world
https://ssir.org/articles/entry/shaping_global_partnerships_for_a_post_2015_world
https://www.ircwash.org/sites/default/files/pa_book_final_pdf_2015.pdf
https://www.ircwash.org/sites/default/files/pa_book_final_pdf_2015.pdf
https://www.unglobalcompact.org/docs/issues_doc/Environment/ceo_water_mandate/Water_Guide_Collective_Action.pdf
https://www.unglobalcompact.org/docs/issues_doc/Environment/ceo_water_mandate/Water_Guide_Collective_Action.pdf
https://www.unglobalcompact.org/docs/issues_doc/Environment/ceo_water_mandate/Water_Guide_Collective_Action.pdf
https://files.globalwaters.org/water-links-files/SWS%20Fact%20Sheet.pdf
https://files.globalwaters.org/water-links-files/SWS%20Fact%20Sheet.pdf
https://files.globalwaters.org/water-links-files/SWS%20Fact%20Sheet.pdf
https://www.usaid.gov/sites/default/files/documents/1868/AA_Strategy_12-10-18.pdf
https://www.usaid.gov/sites/default/files/documents/1868/AA_Strategy_12-10-18.pdf
https://www.usaid.gov/sites/default/files/documents/1868/AA_Strategy_12-10-18.pdf
https://www.usaid.gov/policy/local-systems-framework
https://www.usaid.gov/policy/local-systems-framework


10

Co
m

m
on

 
Co

nd
iti

on
W

or
ki

ng
 D

efi
ni

tio
n

Su
b-

co
nd

iti
on

, f
ro

m
 fr

am
ew

or
k

Fr
am

ew
or

ka

Le
gi

tim
at

e,
 

ca
pa

bl
e,

 
di

ve
rs

e
Le

ad
er

sh
ip

Ef
fe

ct
iv

e 
le

ad
er

sh
ip

 w
ith

 s
ki

lls
 

an
d 

kn
ow

le
dg

e 
to

 m
an

ag
e 

th
e 

gr
ou

p.
 L

ea
de

rs
hi

p 
ca

n 
be

 
ex

te
rn

al
ly

 o
r i

nt
er

na
lly

 d
riv

en
 b

ut
 

sh
ou

ld
 b

e 
re

pr
es

en
ta

tiv
e 

of
 th

e 
st

ak
eh

ol
de

rs
. I

t t
ak

es
 th

e 
fo

rm
 

of
 m

an
y 

ro
le

s,
 w

hi
ch

, a
re

 ta
ke

n 
on

 b
y 

m
em

be
rs

 o
ve

r t
im

e.
 R

ol
es

 
in

cl
ud

e 
gu

id
in

g 
ac

tiv
iti

es
 in

to
 a

 
co

he
si

ve
 p

ro
ce

ss
, a

nd
 m

ed
ia

tin
g 

co
m

m
un

ic
at

io
n,

 c
oo

rd
in

at
io

n,
 

an
d 

de
ci

si
on

-m
ak

in
g.

N
ee

ds
 fa

ci
lit

at
ed

 le
ad

er
sh

ip
5 

- C
ol

la
bo

ra
tiv

e 
G

ov
er

na
nc

e

D
iff

er
en

t l
ea

de
rs

hi
p 

ro
le

s:
 o

rg
an

iz
er

, f
un

de
r, 

w
ea

ve
r, 

fa
ci

lit
at

or
, c

oo
rd

in
at

or
, c

oa
ch

, s
te

w
ar

d.
 

G
ra

du
al

ly
 a

 n
et

w
or

k 
m

ay
 d

iff
er

en
tia

te
 b

et
w

ee
n 

th
es

e 
ro

le
s 

an
d 

th
en

 a
ss

ig
n 

th
em

 to
 b

e 
ha

nd
le

d 
by

 s
pe

ci
fic

 p
eo

pl
e 

w
ith

 s
pe

ci
fic

 s
ki

lls
.

N
et

ga
in

s 
H

an
db

oo
k 

(n
ot

 a
 

fra
m

ew
or

k 
bu

t i
nc

lu
de

d 
fo

r 
th

is
 s

ub
-c

on
di

tio
n)

Le
ad

er
sh

ip
 is

 re
pr

es
en

ta
tiv

e 
of

 th
e 

ba
si

n 
us

er
s 

an
d 

ot
he

r s
ta

ke
ho

ld
er

s,
 a

nd
 th

at
 re

du
ce

s 
th

e 
po

ss
ib

ili
ty

 o
f c

ap
tu

re
 b

y 
el

ite
s,

 s
uc

h 
as

 w
he

th
er

 m
an

ag
em

en
t i

s 
el

ec
te

d 
or

 a
pp

oi
nt

ed
 a

nd
 w

he
th

er
 

m
an

ag
em

en
t i

s 
lo

ca
l o

r c
on

tra
ct

ed
 o

ut

5 
- C

ol
la

bo
ra

tiv
e 

G
ov

er
na

nc
e

Le
ad

er
sh

ip
 c

an
 b

e 
ex

te
rn

al
ly

 d
riv

en
 o

r i
nt

er
na

lly
 d

riv
en

. M
an

y 
le

ad
er

sh
ip

 ro
le

s 
ex

is
t: 

sp
on

so
r, 

co
nv

en
er

, f
ac

ili
ta

to
r

5 
- C

ol
la

bo
ra

tiv
e 

G
ov

er
na

nc
e

Th
os

e 
m

an
ag

in
g 

th
e 

pl
at

fo
rm

 m
us

t b
e 

ac
co

un
ta

bl
e 

to
 a

ll 
st

ak
eh

ol
de

rs
 w

ith
in

 a
 c

le
ar

 s
ys

te
m

 o
f 

ru
le

s.
 D

o 
no

t r
us

h 
in

to
 to

o-
rig

id
 g

ov
er

na
nc

e 
st

ru
ct

ur
es

 in
 th

e 
ea

rly
 d

ev
el

op
m

en
t s

ta
ge

s 
w

hi
le

 th
e 

pl
at

fo
rm

 is
 e

ng
ag

in
g 

its
 c

or
e 

gr
ou

p 
of

 p
ar

tn
er

s 
an

d 
co

- d
ev

el
op

in
g 

its
 a

ct
iv

iti
es

 a
nd

 a
pp

ro
ac

he
s.

6 
- P

la
tfo

rm
s 

fo
r P

ar
tn

er
sh

ip
s

O
pe

ra
tio

na
l m

an
ag

em
en

t s
tru

ct
ur

e:
 a

pp
ro

pr
ia

te
 a

nd
 e

ffe
ct

iv
e 

m
an

ag
em

en
t s

tru
ct

ur
e 

to
 

im
pl

em
en

t t
he

 p
la

tfo
rm

’s
 ta

sk
s 

an
d 

pr
od

uc
e 

its
 s

ta
te

d 
ou

tp
ut

s
6 

- P
la

tfo
rm

s 
fo

r P
ar

tn
er

sh
ip

s

Co
re

 c
om

pe
te

nc
es

: k
no

w
le

dg
e 

an
d 

sk
ill

s 
re

qu
ire

d 
to

 d
ire

ct
ly

 s
up

po
rt

 p
ar

tn
er

sh
ip

s,
 s

ki
lls

 a
ro

un
d 

m
em

be
rs

hi
p 

m
an

ag
em

en
t, 

fin
an

ci
al

 m
an

ag
em

en
t, 

an
d 

fu
nd

ra
is

in
g.

6 
- P

la
tfo

rm
s 

fo
r P

ar
tn

er
sh

ip
s

Ef
fe

ct
iv

e 
le

ad
er

sh
ip

, s
ki

lls
, c

ap
ac

ity
, i

nf
or

m
at

io
n,

 d
at

a,
 s

ci
en

tifi
c 

ca
pa

ci
ty

4 
- C

ol
la

bo
ra

tiv
e 

m
an

ag
em

en
t 

an
d 

pl
an

ni
ng

Ba
ck

bo
ne

 O
rg

an
iz

at
io

n 
Fo

r g
lo

ba
l C

I, 
ne

st
ed

 m
ul

ti-
le

ve
l b

ac
kb

on
e

3 
- C

ol
le

ct
iv

e 
Im

pa
ct

Pr
oc

es
s 

fa
ci

lit
at

io
n 

co
ns

is
ts

 o
f t

w
o 

el
em

en
ts

: 1
) g

ui
di

ng
 d

iff
er

en
t s

tra
te

gi
es

 a
nd

 a
ct

iv
iti

es
 in

to
 a

 
fle

xi
bl

e 
an

d 
co

nt
ex

tu
al

 le
ar

ni
ng

 p
ro

ce
ss

 a
nd

, 2
) m

ed
ia

tin
g 

co
m

m
un

ic
at

io
n,

 c
oo

rd
in

at
io

n 
an

d 
de

ci
si

on
-m

ak
in

g 
pr

oc
es

se
s 

be
tw

ee
n 

st
ak

eh
ol

de
rs

 w
ith

in
 a

nd
 b

et
w

ee
n 

le
ve

ls
 [a

ls
o 

co
nt

ai
ns

 3
+ 

pa
ge

s 
on

 fa
ci

lit
at

io
n 

of
 le

ar
ni

ng
 a

lli
an

ce
s]

7 
- I

RC
 L

ea
rn

in
g 

A
lli

an
ce

N
es

te
d 

en
te

rp
ris

es
 (i

.e
. g

lo
ba

l/n
at

io
na

l//
lo

ca
l) 

if 
la

rg
e)

1 -
 C

ol
le

ct
iv

e 
ac

tio
n,

 o
rig

in
al

 
th

eo
ry

Ta
bl

e 
1.

 E
le

ve
n 

co
m

m
on

 c
on

di
tio

ns
 h

yp
ot

he
si

ze
d 

to
 le

ad
 to

 s
uc

ce
ss

fu
l c

ol
le

ct
iv

e 
ac

tio
n,

 in
cl

ud
in

g 
su

b-
co

nd
iti

on
s 

fr
om

 re
fe

re
nc

ed
 fr

am
ew

or
ks

.



11

Co
m

m
on

 
Co

nd
iti

on
W

or
ki

ng
 D

efi
ni

tio
n

Su
b-

co
nd

iti
on

, f
ro

m
 fr

am
ew

or
k

Fr
am

ew
or

ka

In
te

ra
ct

io
n 

an
d 

re
sp

on
se

In
te

rn
al

: M
em

be
rs

 in
te

ra
ct

 w
ith

 
an

d 
ar

e 
re

sp
on

si
ve

 to
 e

ac
h 

ot
he

r. 
M

em
be

rs
 a

re
 tr

an
sp

ar
en

t a
nd

 
ac

co
un

ta
bl

e,
 m

ak
in

g 
ac

tio
ns

 
ea

si
ly

 k
no

w
n 

to
 a

ll.
 D

ia
lo

gu
e 

is
 

ef
fe

ct
iv

e 
an

d 
ta

ilo
re

d 
to

 p
re

fe
rr

ed
 

co
m

m
un

ic
at

io
n 

av
en

ue
s.

 F
ac

e-
to

-f
ac

e 
di

al
og

ue
 is

 n
ot

 n
ec

es
sa

ry
 

w
he

n 
co

nfl
ic

t i
s 

lo
w

 a
nd

 
co

ns
en

su
s 

is
 re

ac
he

d 
qu

ic
kl

y.
 

Ex
te

rn
al

: I
nc

lu
de

s 
ex

te
rn

al
ly

-
fa

ci
ng

 c
om

m
un

ic
at

io
n 

to
 a

 w
id

er
 

au
di

en
ce

. T
he

 c
oa

lit
io

n 
is

 a
 

tru
st

ed
 s

ou
rc

e 
of

 in
fo

rm
at

io
n.

 

Co
ns

ta
nt

 C
om

m
un

ic
at

io
n

3 
- C

ol
le

ct
iv

e 
Im

pa
ct

Su
pp

or
t i

nt
er

ac
tio

n 
an

d 
re

sp
on

si
ve

ne
ss

 - 
Ef

fe
ct

iv
e,

 e
ng

ag
ed

 d
ia

lo
gu

e 
am

on
g 

pa
rt

ic
ip

an
ts

, 
ta

ilo
re

d 
to

 p
re

fe
rr

ed
 c

om
m

un
ic

at
io

n.
2 

- C
ol

le
ct

iv
e 

ac
tio

n

Tr
an

sp
ar

en
cy

 a
nd

 a
cc

ou
nt

ab
ili

ty
 - 

co
lle

ct
iv

e 
ac

tio
n 

ac
tiv

iti
es

 a
re

 e
as

ily
 k

no
w

n 
to

 a
ll 

di
re

ct
ly

 
en

ga
ge

d 
pa

rt
ie

s 
an

d 
ge

ne
ra

l c
om

m
un

ity
 m

em
be

rs
. I

nf
or

m
at

io
n 

is
 u

se
d 

an
d 

pr
od

uc
ed

 b
y 

co
lle

ct
iv

e 
ac

tio
n 

pa
rt

ic
ip

an
ts

 a
va

ila
bl

e 
in

 a
 ti

m
el

y 
m

an
ne

r.

2 
- C

ol
le

ct
iv

e 
ac

tio
n

Fa
ce

-t
o-

fa
ce

 d
ia

lo
gu

e
5 

- C
ol

la
bo

ra
tiv

e 
G

ov
er

na
nc

e

Co
nc

en
tra

te
d 

in
te

ra
ct

io
ns

 w
ith

 le
ss

 o
ve

ra
ll 

in
vo

lv
em

en
t, 

bu
t c

on
ne

ct
io

ns
 a

re
 re

ci
pr

oc
at

ed
 w

ith
 

tw
o-

w
ay

 c
om

m
un

ic
at

io
n,

 le
ss

 te
nd

en
cy

 fo
r a

 fe
w

 a
ct

or
s 

to
 d

om
in

at
e

5 
- C

ol
la

bo
ra

tiv
e 

G
ov

er
na

nc
e

Co
m

m
un

ic
at

io
n 

be
tw

ee
n 

te
ch

ni
ca

l a
nd

 ‘l
ay

’ a
ct

or
s 

- n
o 

si
lo

s
4 

- C
ol

la
bo

ra
tiv

e 
m

an
ag

em
en

t 
an

d 
pl

an
ni

ng

Cl
ea

r a
gr

ee
m

en
ts

 n
ee

d 
to

 b
e 

m
ad

e 
on

 a
ct

iv
iti

es
, r

es
po

ns
ib

ili
tie

s,
 re

so
ur

ce
s 

an
d

th
e 

co
nt

rib
ut

io
ns

 o
f p

ar
tn

er
s 

to
 th

e 
pr

oc
es

s 
et

c.
, t

o 
se

t t
he

 ru
le

s 
of

 th
e 

ga
m

e.
7 

- I
RC

 L
ea

rn
in

g 
A

lli
an

ce

A
lth

ou
gh

 fa
ce

-t
o-

fa
ce

 d
ia

lo
gu

e 
is

 a
dv

an
ta

ge
ou

s 
at

 th
e 

ou
ts

et
, i

t i
s 

no
t a

lw
ay

s 
es

se
nt

ia
l, 

pa
rt

ic
ul

ar
ly

 w
he

n 
co

nfl
ic

t m
ay

 b
e 

lo
w

 a
nd

 s
ha

re
d 

va
lu

es
 a

nd
 o

bj
ec

tiv
es

 q
ui

ck
ly

 s
ur

fa
ce

5 
- C

ol
la

bo
ra

tiv
e 

G
ov

er
na

nc
e

In
te

rn
al

 in
fo

rm
at

io
n-

sh
ar

in
g 

an
d 

tru
st

-b
ui

ld
in

g,
 a

ls
o 

pr
om

ot
io

n 
of

 th
e 

pl
at

fo
rm

’s
 v

is
io

n 
an

d 
pu

rp
os

e 
to

 th
e 

w
id

er
 a

ud
ie

nc
e 

of
 in

te
re

st
ed

 p
ar

tie
s 

an
d 

po
te

nt
ia

l p
ar

tn
er

s
6 

- P
la

tfo
rm

s 
fo

r P
ar

tn
er

sh
ip

s

In
te

rn
al

 ru
le

s 
fo

r o
pe

ra
tin

g
In

te
rn

al
 s

ha
re

d 
m

ea
su

re
m

en
t 

sy
st

em
s 

an
d 

ru
le

s.
 A

gr
ee

d-
up

on
 s

co
pe

, r
ol

es
, d

ec
is

io
n 

pr
oc

es
se

s,
 a

nd
 ti

m
e 

an
d 

re
so

ur
ce

 
co

m
m

itm
en

ts
 o

f t
he

 e
ng

ag
em

en
t.

Sh
ar

ed
 M

ea
su

re
m

en
t

3 
- C

ol
le

ct
iv

e 
Im

pa
ct

Ru
le

 c
om

pl
ia

nc
e 

in
cl

ud
in

g 
re

po
rt

in
g 

sy
st

em
s 

an
d 

th
e 

ab
ili

ty
 to

 s
an

ct
io

n 
no

n-
co

m
pl

ia
nc

e
5 

- C
ol

la
bo

ra
tiv

e 
G

ov
er

na
nc

e

G
ra

du
at

ed
 s

an
ct

io
ns

 fo
r d

et
er

m
in

in
g 

no
n-

co
m

pl
ia

nc
e 

an
d 

co
nfl

ic
t r

es
ol

ut
io

n 
m

ec
ha

ni
sm

s 
w

he
n 

no
nc

om
pl

ia
nc

e 
oc

cu
rs

1 -
 C

ol
le

ct
iv

e 
ac

tio
n,

 o
rig

in
al

 
th

eo
ry

in
st

itu
tio

na
l d

es
ig

n 
fa

ct
or

s 
su

ch
 a

s 
ch

ar
te

rs
, b

y-
la

w
s,

 ru
le

s,
 a

nd
 re

gu
la

tio
ns

5 
- C

ol
la

bo
ra

tiv
e 

G
ov

er
na

nc
e

Cl
ar

ity
 - 

En
su

rin
g 

th
at

 a
ll 

pa
rt

ie
s 

in
vo

lv
ed

 c
le

ar
ly

 u
nd

er
st

an
d 

an
d 

ag
re

e 
to

 s
co

pe
, g

oa
ls

, r
ol

es
, 

de
ci

si
on

 p
ro

ce
ss

es
, a

nd
 ti

m
e 

an
d 

re
so

ur
ce

 c
om

m
itm

en
ts

 o
f t

he
 e

ng
ag

em
en

t
2 

- C
ol

le
ct

iv
e 

ac
tio

n

M
on

ito
r t

he
 p

la
tfo

rm
 it

se
lf

6 
- P

la
tfo

rm
s 

fo
r P

ar
tn

er
sh

ip
s

Ru
le

s 
fo

r o
pe

ra
tin

g,
 b

ut
 n

ot
 s

o 
st

ric
t t

ha
t i

t w
ou

ld
 a

llo
w

 s
om

e 
to

 c
on

tro
l o

th
er

s
5 

- C
ol

la
bo

ra
tiv

e 
G

ov
er

na
nc

e



12

Co
m

m
on

 
Co

nd
iti

on
W

or
ki

ng
 D

efi
ni

tio
n

Su
b-

co
nd

iti
on

, f
ro

m
 fr

am
ew

or
k

Fr
am

ew
or

ka

Co
m

m
on

 
A

ge
nd

a
Sh

ar
ed

 u
nd

er
st

an
di

ng
 o

f p
ro

bl
em

 
de

fin
iti

on
, t

he
or

y 
of

 c
ha

ng
e,

 
an

d 
st

ra
te

gy
 fo

r a
cc

om
pl

is
hi

ng
 

go
al

s.
 A

gr
ee

d-
up

on
 s

co
pe

, r
ol

es
, 

de
ci

si
on

 p
ro

ce
ss

es
, a

nd
 ti

m
e 

an
d 

re
so

ur
ce

 c
om

m
itm

en
ts

 o
f t

he
 

en
ga

ge
m

en
t.

Co
m

m
on

 A
ge

nd
a

3 
- C

ol
le

ct
iv

e 
Im

pa
ct

de
ve

lo
p 

a 
sh

ar
ed

 th
eo

ry
 o

f c
ha

ng
e,

 w
hi

ch
 is

, i
n 

es
se

nc
e,

 a
 s

tra
te

gy
 fo

r a
cc

om
pl

is
hi

ng
 th

e 
co

lle
ct

iv
e 

pu
rp

os
e 

an
d 

ta
rg

et
 g

oa
ls

5 
- C

ol
la

bo
ra

tiv
e 

G
ov

er
na

nc
e

Si
m

ila
r p

ro
bl

em
 d

efi
ni

tio
n

4 
- C

ol
la

bo
ra

tiv
e 

m
an

ag
em

en
t 

an
d 

pl
an

ni
ng

Si
m

ila
r c

ul
tu

re
s 

&
 b

el
ie

fs
4 

- C
ol

la
bo

ra
tiv

e 
m

an
ag

em
en

t 
an

d 
pl

an
ni

ng

sh
ar

ed
 u

nd
er

st
an

di
ng

 (c
om

m
on

 p
ro

bl
em

 d
efi

ni
tio

n,
 fi

nd
 th

e 
co

m
m

on
 v

al
ue

s,
 h

av
e 

a 
cl

ea
r 

m
is

si
on

)
5 

- C
ol

la
bo

ra
tiv

e 
G

ov
er

na
nc

e

Ca
n’

t h
av

e 
to

o 
m

uc
h 

co
ns

en
su

s 
on

 v
al

ue
s 

at
 th

e 
on

se
t -

 o
r e

ls
e 

ac
to

rs
 w

ou
ld

 a
ct

 u
ni

la
te

ra
lly

 n
ot

 
co

lle
ct

iv
el

y
5 

- C
ol

la
bo

ra
tiv

e 
G

ov
er

na
nc

e

Sh
ar

ed
 p

ar
tn

er
sh

ip
 c

ul
tu

re
: J

us
t a

s 
w

ith
 a

ny
 p

ar
tn

er
sh

ip
, a

 c
om

pl
ex

, m
ul

ti-
st

ak
eh

ol
de

r p
la

tfo
rm

 
re

qu
ire

s 
a 

st
ro

ng
 o

ve
ra

ll 
vi

si
on

 a
ro

un
d 

w
hi

ch
 d

iv
er

se
 s

ec
to

rs
 c

an
 m

ob
ili

ze
6 

- P
la

tfo
rm

s 
fo

r P
ar

tn
er

sh
ip

s

Pr
ob

le
m

 id
en

tifi
ca

tio
n…

a 
br

oa
d 

to
pi

c 
or

 p
ro

bl
em

 is
 id

en
tifi

ed
 (o

fte
n 

by
 th

e 
in

iti
at

or
), 

af
te

r w
hi

ch
 

st
ak

eh
ol

de
rs

 a
re

 id
en

tifi
ed

 a
nd

 m
ob

ili
ze

d,
 a

nd
 th

ey
 id

en
tif

y 
th

e 
pr

ob
le

m
 fu

rt
he

r. 
Pr

ob
le

m
 

id
en

tifi
ca

tio
n.

...
 s

ee
ks

 to
 in

vo
lv

e 
al

l a
ct

or
s 

to
 v

ar
yi

ng
 d

eg
re

es
 in

 fr
am

in
g 

th
e 

le
ar

ni
ng

 is
su

e,
 

by
 d

efi
ni

ng
 th

e 
pr

ob
le

m
 o

r o
pp

or
tu

ni
ty

, i
n 

th
e 

su
bs

eq
ue

nt
 d

ev
el

op
m

en
t o

f i
nn

ov
at

io
ns

 o
r 

te
ch

no
lo

gi
es

.

M
ul

tip
le

 s
ta

ke
ho

ld
er

s 
ha

ve
 d

iff
er

en
t, 

of
te

n 
di

ve
rg

en
t i

nt
er

es
ts

, y
et

 s
ha

re
 a

 c
om

m
on

 in
te

re
st

 
ar

ou
nd

 a
 p

ar
tic

ul
ar

 to
pi

c.
 T

o 
st

im
ul

at
e 

th
ei

r f
oc

us
 a

nd
 a

ct
io

n,
 a

 c
le

ar
 o

bj
ec

tiv
e,

 o
r e

ve
n 

a 
vi

si
on

 a
nd

 m
is

si
on

 o
f t

he
 a

lli
an

ce
 is

 n
ee

de
d…

.th
is

 m
ay

 re
qu

ire
 n

eg
ot

ia
tio

n 
on

 th
e 

ba
si

s 
of

 th
e 

or
ga

ni
za

tio
ns

’ p
ra

ct
ic

es
, n

ee
ds

 a
nd

 in
te

re
st

s.

If 
th

er
e 

is
 n

o 
co

m
m

on
ly

 a
gr

ee
d 

ob
je

ct
iv

e 
or

 fo
cu

s,
 th

er
e 

is
 a

 ri
sk

 th
at

 a
 p

la
tfo

rm
 w

ill
 lo

se
 m

em
be

rs
.

7 
- I

RC
 L

ea
rn

in
g 

A
lli

an
ce

H
ig

h-
le

ve
l, 

op
en

-e
nd

ed
 g

oa
ls

 th
at

 a
llo

w
 p

ar
tn

er
s 

to
 d

ev
el

op
 th

ei
r o

w
n 

ap
pr

oa
ch

es
 a

s 
lo

ng
 a

s 
th

ey
 fo

llo
w

 th
e 

fra
m

ew
or

k 
(s

ee
m

s 
co

nt
ra

di
ct

or
y 

to
 a

 g
ro

up
 ta

ki
ng

 c
oo

rd
in

at
ed

 a
ct

io
ns

)
5 

- C
ol

la
bo

ra
tiv

e 
G

ov
er

na
nc

e



13

Co
m

m
on

 
Co

nd
iti

on
W

or
ki

ng
 D

efi
ni

tio
n

Su
b-

co
nd

iti
on

, f
ro

m
 fr

am
ew

or
k

Fr
am

ew
or

ka

Cr
ed

ib
ili

ty
, 

Tr
us

t, 
So

ci
al

 
Ca

pi
ta

l

Es
ta

bl
is

he
d 

fo
un

da
tio

ns
 o

f t
ru

st
 

an
d 

cr
ed

ib
ili

ty
 w

ith
in

 th
e 

ne
tw

or
k 

of
 m

em
be

rs
, s

ha
re

d 
ac

ce
pt

an
ce

 
of

 d
iv

er
se

 p
er

sp
ec

tiv
es

.

M
em

be
rs

hi
p 

en
ga

ge
m

en
t: 

lo
ng

-t
er

m
 c

ol
la

bo
ra

tio
n 

ba
se

d 
on

 tr
us

t, 
an

 u
nd

er
st

an
di

ng
 o

f a
 s

ha
re

d 
m

ov
em

en
t t

ow
ar

ds
 a

 v
is

io
n,

 a
nd

 a
n 

ap
pr

ec
ia

tio
n 

of
 re

ce
iv

ed
 v

al
ue

6 
- P

la
tfo

rm
s 

fo
r P

ar
tn

er
sh

ip
s

So
lid

 fo
un

da
tio

n 
of

 tr
us

t a
nd

 c
re

di
bi

lit
y 

am
on

g 
m

em
be

rs
 (p

g 
30

)
2 

- C
ol

le
ct

iv
e 

ac
tio

n

Es
ta

bl
is

he
d 

so
ci

al
 n

et
w

or
ks

4 
- C

ol
la

bo
ra

tiv
e 

m
an

ag
em

en
t 

an
d 

pl
an

ni
ng

St
ro

ng
 s

oc
ia

l c
ap

ita
l

4 
- C

ol
la

bo
ra

tiv
e 

m
an

ag
em

en
t 

an
d 

pl
an

ni
ng

Ca
n’

t h
av

e 
to

o 
m

uc
h 

tru
st

 a
t o

ns
et

 - 
or

 e
ls

e 
w

ou
ld

 a
ct

 u
ni

la
te

ra
lly

5 
- C

ol
la

bo
ra

tiv
e 

G
ov

er
na

nc
e

Tr
us

t-
bu

ild
in

g
5 

- C
ol

la
bo

ra
tiv

e 
G

ov
er

na
nc

e

Sh
ar

ed
 m

ot
iv

at
io

n 
“s

oc
ia

l c
ap

ita
l”,

 c
on

si
st

s 
of

 a
ll:

 tr
us

t, 
m

ut
ua

l u
nd

er
st

an
di

ng
 o

f p
er

sp
ec

tiv
es

 (n
ot

 
ag

re
em

en
t),

 in
te

rn
al

 le
gi

tim
ac

y,
 a

nd
 s

ha
re

d 
co

m
m

itm
en

t
5 

- C
ol

la
bo

ra
tiv

e 
G

ov
er

na
nc

e

In
ce

nt
iv

es
 o

r 
m

ot
iv

at
io

ns
 to

 
en

ga
ge

Co
nv

en
in

g:
 M

em
be

rs
 h

av
e 

in
ce

nt
iv

es
 (m

ot
iv

at
io

ns
, 

pr
es

su
re

s)
 to

 jo
in

 (e
xi

st
in

g 
po

w
er

-r
es

ou
rc

e-
kn

ow
le

dg
e 

as
ym

m
et

rie
s,

 p
re

hi
st

or
y 

of
 

co
op

er
at

io
n 

or
 c

on
fli

ct
, e

xt
er

na
l 

pr
es

su
re

s,
 n

o 
ot

he
r v

en
ue

s 
fo

r 
ac

co
m

pl
is

hi
ng

 g
oa

ls
). 

Po
w

er
 

as
ym

m
et

rie
s 

po
se

 a
 ri

sk
 o

f 
po

w
er

fu
l a

ct
or

s 
no

t p
ar

tic
ip

at
in

g 
to

 n
ot

 lo
se

 p
ow

er
.

Su
st

ai
ni

ng
: O

ng
oi

ng
 c

om
m

itm
en

t 
to

 a
nd

 s
ha

re
d 

ow
ne

rs
hi

p 
of

 th
e 

pr
oc

es
s.

 In
ce

nt
iv

es
 to

 c
on

tin
ue

 
to

 e
ng

ag
e 

(e
xt

er
na

l p
re

ss
ur

es
, 

kn
ow

n 
va

lu
e-

ad
d 

of
 m

em
be

rs
hi

p,
 

m
ut

ua
lly

 re
in

fo
rc

in
g 

ac
tiv

iti
es

, 
re

la
tiv

e 
po

w
er

 s
ym

m
et

ry
/ 

ba
la

nc
e)

 

Fo
ru

m
 is

 a
ttr

ac
tiv

e 
co

m
pa

re
d 

to
 o

th
er

 v
en

ue
s 

(n
o 

ot
he

r o
pt

io
ns

)
4 

- C
ol

la
bo

ra
tiv

e 
m

an
ag

em
en

t 
an

d 
pl

an
ni

ng

O
ng

oi
ng

 c
om

m
itm

en
t

4 
- C

ol
la

bo
ra

tiv
e 

m
an

ag
em

en
t 

an
d 

pl
an

ni
ng

Ex
te

rn
al

 p
re

ss
ur

es
 to

 e
ng

ag
e

4 
- C

ol
la

bo
ra

tiv
e 

m
an

ag
em

en
t 

an
d 

pl
an

ni
ng

Re
la

tiv
e 

po
w

er
 s

ym
m

et
ry

4 
- C

ol
la

bo
ra

tiv
e 

m
an

ag
em

en
t 

an
d 

pl
an

ni
ng

co
m

m
itm

en
t t

o 
an

d 
sh

ar
ed

 o
w

ne
rs

hi
p 

of
 th

e 
pr

oc
es

s
5 

- C
ol

la
bo

ra
tiv

e 
G

ov
er

na
nc

e

Po
w

er
- r

es
ou

rc
e-

 k
no

w
le

dg
e 

as
ym

m
et

rie
s 

an
d/

or
 p

re
hi

st
or

y 
of

 c
oo

pe
ra

tio
n 

or
 c

on
fli

ct
5 

- C
ol

la
bo

ra
tiv

e 
G

ov
er

na
nc

e

Va
lu

e 
ad

de
d 

se
rv

ic
es

: P
la

tfo
rm

s 
m

us
t o

ffe
r w

el
l-d

efi
ne

d 
an

d 
re

le
va

nt
 s

er
vi

ce
s 

th
at

 p
ro

vi
de

 
si

gn
ifi

ca
nt

 v
al

ue
 to

 m
em

be
rs

6 
- P

la
tfo

rm
s 

fo
r P

ar
tn

er
sh

ip
s

Ri
sk

 - 
Po

w
er

fu
l s

ta
ke

ho
ld

er
s 

m
ay

 d
om

in
at

e 
th

e 
de

ba
te

, w
hi

le
 le

ss
 e

m
po

w
er

ed
 s

ta
ke

ho
ld

er
 v

oi
ce

s 
m

ay
 n

ot
 b

e 
he

ar
d.

 In
 o

th
er

 c
as

es
, p

ow
er

fu
l s

ta
ke

ho
ld

er
s 

m
ay

 n
ot

 e
ve

n 
w

an
t t

o 
ar

tic
ip

at
e,

 o
r m

ay
 

dr
op

 o
ut

 a
lo

ng
 th

e 
w

ay
, a

s 
th

ey
 s

ta
nd

 o
nl

y 
to

 lo
se

7 
- I

RC
 L

ea
rn

in
g 

A
lli

an
ce

Po
w

er
 c

an
 a

ls
o 

be
 v

ie
w

ed
 a

s 
a 

re
so

ur
ce

 a
nd

, l
ik

e 
ot

he
r r

es
ou

rc
es

, i
s 

al
m

os
t a

lw
ay

s 
di

st
rib

ut
ed

 
un

ev
en

ly
 a

cr
os

s 
pa

rt
ic

ip
an

ts
5 

- C
ol

la
bo

ra
tiv

e 
G

ov
er

na
nc

e



14

Co
m

m
on

 
Co

nd
iti

on
W

or
ki

ng
 D

efi
ni

tio
n

Su
b-

co
nd

iti
on

, f
ro

m
 fr

am
ew

or
k

Fr
am

ew
or

ka

A
da

pt
io

n
A

bi
lit

y 
to

 a
da

pt
 a

s 
th

e 
pr

ob
le

m
 o

r 
th

e 
gr

ou
p 

or
 th

e 
co

nt
ex

t c
ha

ng
es

A
da

pt
at

io
n 

op
po

rt
un

iti
es

 th
at

 p
ro

vi
de

 p
ro

ce
du

re
s 

to
 a

lte
r s

tra
te

gi
es

 a
fte

r a
na

ly
si

s 
of

 a
va

ila
bl

e 
da

ta
 a

nd
 in

fo
rm

at
io

n;
5 

- C
ol

la
bo

ra
tiv

e 
G

ov
er

na
nc

e

A
bi

lit
y 

to
 a

da
pt

 - 
Ex

pe
ct

at
io

ns
 fo

r t
he

 n
ee

d 
fo

r fl
ex

ib
ili

ty
 a

re
 e

st
ab

lis
he

d 
at

 th
e 

ou
ts

et
2 

- C
ol

le
ct

iv
e 

ac
tio

n

It 
is

 a
ls

o 
es

se
nt

ia
l t

ha
t g

ov
er

na
nc

e 
st

ru
ct

ur
es

 c
an

 a
da

pt
 a

nd
 c

ha
ng

e 
as

 th
e 

pl
at

fo
rm

 it
se

lf 
ad

ap
ts

 
an

d 
ite

ra
te

s 
its

 a
pp

ro
ac

h 
w

he
n 

it 
be

gi
ns

 to
 im

pl
em

en
t i

n 
ea

rn
es

t.
6 

- P
la

tfo
rm

s 
fo

r P
ar

tn
er

sh
ip

s

St
ab

le
, s

tru
ct

ur
ed

 fr
am

ew
or

k 
th

at
 a

llo
w

s 
dy

na
m

ic
 a

nd
 a

da
pt

ab
le

 p
ro

ce
ss

es
 to

 e
vo

lv
e.

5 
- C

ol
la

bo
ra

tiv
e 

G
ov

er
na

nc
e

Re
so

ur
ce

s
A

de
qu

at
e 

bu
dg

et
 s

up
po

rt
 a

nd
 

tim
e 

co
m

m
itm

en
t t

o 
su

pp
or

t 
pr

oc
es

se
s.

A
de

qu
at

e 
bu

dg
et

 s
up

po
rt,

 fu
nd

in
g,

 ti
m

e,
 te

ch
ni

ca
l a

nd
 lo

gi
st

ic
al

 s
up

po
rt;

 a
dm

in
is

tra
tiv

e 
an

d 
or

ga
ni

za
tio

na
l a

ss
is

ta
nc

e;
 re

qu
is

ite
 s

ki
lls

 fo
r a

na
ly

si
s 

or
 im

pl
em

en
ta

tio
n;

 a
nd

 e
xp

er
tis

e
5 

- C
ol

la
bo

ra
tiv

e 
G

ov
er

na
nc

e

Fi
na

nc
ia

l r
es

ou
rc

es
 th

at
 a

re
 p

er
ce

iv
ed

 to
 b

e 
fa

ir 
by

 u
se

rs
 a

nd
 a

re
 s

uf
fic

ie
nt

 to
 m

an
ag

e 
th

e 
se

rv
ic

e 
or

 re
so

ur
ce

.
5 

- C
ol

la
bo

ra
tiv

e 
G

ov
er

na
nc

e

Re
so

ur
ce

s 
re

qu
ire

d 
fo

r f
ac

ili
ta

tio
n

7 
- I

RC
 L

ea
rn

in
g 

A
lli

an
ce

Su
st

ai
na

bl
e 

bu
si

ne
ss

 m
od

el
: h

ow
 th

e 
pl

at
fo

rm
 is

 g
oi

ng
 to

 a
cc

es
s 

an
d 

ge
ne

ra
te

 s
uf

fic
ie

nt
 

fu
nd

in
g 

bo
th

 to
 s

up
po

rt
 it

s 
co

re
 o

pe
ra

tio
n 

an
d 

to
 e

na
bl

e 
it 

to
 b

ro
ke

r a
nd

 s
up

po
rt

 in
no

va
tiv

e 
ne

w
 

pa
rt

ne
rs

hi
p

6 
- P

la
tfo

rm
s 

fo
r P

ar
tn

er
sh

ip
s

Kn
ow

le
dg

e,
 

da
ta

, l
ea

rn
in

g
A

cc
es

s 
to

 p
re

ci
se

 a
nd

 
co

m
pr

eh
en

si
ve

 d
at

a,
 w

hi
ch

 th
e 

gr
ou

p 
ca

n 
co

lle
ct

iv
el

y 
us

e 
to

 
su

pp
or

t l
ea

rn
in

g 
an

d 
de

ci
si

on
 

m
ak

in
g.

  C
ap

tu
rin

g 
re

su
lts

 fr
om

 
an

 a
ct

io
n 

ta
ke

n 
an

d 
de

te
rm

in
in

g 
an

y 
co

rr
ec

tiv
e 

ac
tio

n.
 

G
en

er
at

io
n 

of
 n

ew
, s

ha
re

d 
kn

ow
le

dg
e.

 A
t i

ni
tia

l s
ta

ge
s,

 
ha

vi
ng

 k
no

w
le

dg
e 

as
ym

m
et

rie
s 

ca
n 

le
ad

 to
 m

or
e 

kn
ow

le
dg

e 
sh

ar
in

g.

Le
ar

ni
ng

 - 
ag

gr
eg

at
io

n,
 s

ep
ar

at
io

n,
 a

nd
 re

as
se

m
bl

y 
of

 d
at

a 
an

d 
in

fo
rm

at
io

n,
 a

s 
w

el
l a

s 
th

e 
ge

ne
ra

tio
n 

of
 n

ew
, s

ha
re

d 
kn

ow
le

dg
e.

5 
- C

ol
la

bo
ra

tiv
e 

G
ov

er
na

nc
e

Pr
ec

is
e 

an
d 

co
m

pr
eh

en
si

ve
 m

on
ito

rin
g 

da
ta

 o
f t

he
 re

so
ur

ce
 o

r s
er

vi
ce

5 
- C

ol
la

bo
ra

tiv
e 

G
ov

er
na

nc
e

A
da

pt
iv

e 
m

an
ag

em
en

t -
 a

ll 
st

ak
eh

ol
de

rs
 a

re
 in

vo
lv

ed
 in

 a
na

ly
zi

ng
 p

ro
bl

em
s,

 p
la

nn
in

g 
ac

tio
ns

 
an

d 
re

fle
ct

io
n.

 T
hi

s 
he

lp
s 

to
 d

ev
el

op
 s

ki
lls

 a
nd

 c
ap

ac
iti

es
, e

sp
ec

ia
lly

 c
on

ne
ct

io
ns

 a
nd

 n
et

w
or

ks
 

an
d 

th
e 

so
ci

al
 c

ap
ita

l n
ee

de
d 

to
 ta

ck
le

 s
im

ila
r p

ro
bl

em
s.

7 
- I

RC
 L

ea
rn

in
g 

A
lli

an
ce

Pr
oc

es
s 

m
on

ito
rin

g 
an

d 
do

cu
m

en
ta

tio
n 

co
nt

rib
ut

es
 to

 a
 le

ar
ni

ng
 a

lli
an

ce
 p

ro
ce

ss
 b

y 
ca

pt
ur

in
g 

an
d 

an
al

yz
in

g 
in

 a
 s

ys
te

m
at

ic
 w

ay
 w

ha
t h

ap
pe

ne
d 

in
 a

 c
ha

ng
e 

pr
oc

es
s,

 h
ow

 it
 h

ap
pe

ne
d,

 a
nd

 
w

hy
 it

 h
ap

pe
ne

d,
 p

oi
nt

in
g 

to
 c

or
re

ct
iv

e 
ac

tio
n,

 if
 p

os
si

bl
e,

 o
rg

an
iz

in
g 

an
d 

di
ss

em
in

at
in

g 
fin

di
ng

s 
fo

r f
ut

ur
e 

ex
pe

rie
nc

es
.

7 
- I

RC
 L

ea
rn

in
g 

A
lli

an
ce

W
el

l-i
nt

eg
ra

te
d 

re
vi

ew
 m

ec
ha

ni
sm

s 
w

ill
 n

ot
 o

nl
y 

su
pp

or
t l

ea
rn

in
g 

an
d 

de
ci

si
on

-m
ak

in
g 

fo
r t

he
 

pl
at

fo
rm

6 
- P

la
tfo

rm
s 

fo
r P

ar
tn

er
sh

ip
s

M
on

ito
rin

g 
da

ta
 o

n 
th

e 
pl

at
fo

rm
, t

he
 p

ar
tn

er
sh

ip
s 

it 
su

pp
or

ts
, a

nd
 th

e 
ov

er
al

l c
on

tr
ib

ut
io

n 
to

 
bu

si
ne

ss
 a

nd
 d

ev
el

op
m

en
t g

oa
ls

.
6 

- P
la

tfo
rm

s 
fo

r P
ar

tn
er

sh
ip

s



15

Co
m

m
on

 
Co

nd
iti

on
W

or
ki

ng
 D

efi
ni

tio
n

Su
b-

co
nd

iti
on

, f
ro

m
 fr

am
ew

or
k

Fr
am

ew
or

ka

M
em

be
rs

hi
p 

an
d 

go
ve

rn
m

en
t 

en
ga

ge
m

en
t

A
ct

iv
e 

in
vo

lv
em

en
t o

f a
 ra

ng
e 

of
 

di
ve

rs
e 

ac
to

rs
 a

nd
 p

er
sp

ec
tiv

es
, 

bu
t w

ith
 th

e 
ab

ili
ty

 to
 m

an
ag

e 
co

nfl
ic

tin
g 

in
te

re
st

s.
 E

ar
ly

 a
nd

 
of

te
n 

en
ga

ge
m

en
t w

ith
 th

e 
go

ve
rn

m
en

t. 
Pa

rt
ic

ip
at

io
n 

is
 

st
ab

le
 o

ve
r t

im
e,

 w
ith

 li
ttl

e 
tu

rn
ov

er
.

En
ga

ge
 o

fte
n 

w
ith

 g
ov

er
nm

en
t

3 
- C

ol
le

ct
iv

e 
Im

pa
ct

O
ne

 k
ey

 s
ta

ke
ho

ld
er

 th
at

 c
an

 h
ar

dl
y 

ev
er

 b
e 

le
ft 

ou
t i

s 
go

ve
rn

m
en

t.
7 

- I
RC

 L
ea

rn
in

g 
A

lli
an

ce

M
an

ag
em

en
t o

f c
on

fli
ct

in
g 

in
te

re
st

s 
- A

s 
a 

le
ar

ni
ng

 a
lli

an
ce

 e
xp

lic
itl

y 
ai

m
s 

to
 b

rin
g 

to
ge

th
er

 
st

ak
eh

ol
de

rs
 fr

om
 d

iff
er

en
t b

ac
kg

ro
un

ds
, w

ho
 b

y 
de

fin
iti

on
 a

re
 n

ot
 li

ke
-m

in
de

d,
 c

on
fli

ct
s 

of
 

in
te

re
st

 m
ay

 u
lti

m
at

el
y 

em
er

ge
. T

hi
s 

is
 n

ot
 n

ec
es

sa
ril

y 
a 

ba
d 

th
in

g 
in

 it
se

lf;
 it

 is
 o

fte
n 

ne
ed

ed
 to

 
br

in
g 

ab
ou

t c
ha

ng
e.

 T
he

 m
ai

n 
is

su
e 

is
 h

ow
 c

on
fli

ct
in

g 
in

te
re

st
s 

ar
e 

m
an

ag
ed

7 
- I

RC
 L

ea
rn

in
g 

A
lli

an
ce

Ra
ng

e 
of

 a
ct

or
s 

at
 th

e 
ta

bl
e

4 
- C

ol
la

bo
ra

tiv
e 

m
an

ag
em

en
t 

an
d 

pl
an

ni
ng

St
ak

eh
ol

de
r e

ng
ag

em
en

t o
pp

or
tu

ni
tie

s 
an

d 
in

ce
nt

iv
es

 to
 fa

ci
lit

at
e 

th
e 

ac
tiv

e 
in

vo
lv

em
en

t o
f 

di
ve

rs
e 

so
ci

al
, c

ul
tu

ra
l, 

an
d 

ec
on

om
ic

 e
le

m
en

ts
 o

f t
he

 p
op

ul
at

io
n 

in
 d

ec
is

io
n 

m
ak

in
g

5 
- C

ol
la

bo
ra

tiv
e 

G
ov

er
na

nc
e

Ea
rly

 W
in

s
In

te
rm

ed
ia

te
 o

ut
co

m
es

, s
m

al
l 

w
in

s,
 e

ar
ly

 c
ap

ac
ity

 b
ui

ld
in

g
“E

ar
ly

 c
ap

ac
ity

 b
ui

ld
in

g”
3 

- C
ol

le
ct

iv
e 

Im
pa

ct

in
te

rm
ed

ia
te

 o
ut

co
m

es
 (“

sm
al

l w
in

s”
, j

oi
nt

 fa
ct

-fi
nd

in
gs

)
5 

- C
ol

la
bo

ra
tiv

e 
G

ov
er

na
nc

e

U
ng

ro
up

ed
U

ng
ro

up
ed

M
ut

ua
lly

 R
ei

nf
or

ci
ng

 A
ct

iv
iti

es
3 

- C
ol

le
ct

iv
e 

Im
pa

ct

Ba
rr

ie
rs

 to
 c

ha
ng

e 
- t

he
 p

ro
ce

ss
 o

f l
ea

rn
in

g 
br

in
gs

 a
n 

in
he

re
nt

 n
ee

d 
to

 c
re

at
e 

ch
an

ge
 in

 th
e 

w
ay

 s
ta

ke
ho

ld
er

s 
th

in
k 

ab
ou

t a
nd

 a
ct

 o
n 

an
 is

su
e.

 S
ta

ke
ho

ld
er

s 
m

ay
 n

ee
d 

to
 u

nl
ea

rn
 p

ra
ct

ic
es

 
to

 w
hi

ch
 th

ey
 w

er
e 

us
ed

...
 O

fte
n 

th
es

e 
ch

an
ge

s 
do

 n
ot

 h
ap

pe
n 

ea
si

ly
, o

r w
ith

ou
t r

es
is

ta
nc

e,
 a

s 
pe

op
le

 m
ay

 fe
el

 th
re

at
en

ed
 b

y 
lo

ss
 o

f p
re

st
ig

e

7 
- I

RC
 L

ea
rn

in
g 

A
lli

an
ce

Re
co

gn
iti

on
 o

f r
ig

ht
 to

 o
rg

an
iz

e
1 -

 C
ol

le
ct

iv
e 

ac
tio

n,
 o

rig
in

al
 

th
eo

ry

Cl
ea

rly
-d

efi
ne

d 
bo

un
da

rie
s

1 -
 C

ol
le

ct
iv

e 
ac

tio
n,

 o
rig

in
al

 
th

eo
ry




