Participatory governance of energy transition in Jordan: a way
fo address existing uncertainties Iin decision-makKing

pProcesses
W Nadejda Komendantova, Love Ekenberg and Joanne Linnerooth-Bayer

A S A International Institute for Applied Systems Analysis
Email: komendan@iiasa.ac.at

Background
» Jordan has a number of technology choices such as renewable energy sources, oil shale, nuclear power or traditional fossil fuels to
satisfy its energy demand
* The aim of our study was to understand visions and discourses about societal, environmental and economic impacts of energy
transition in the country as well as perceptions of risks, benefits and costs of various technologies as well as to develop
compromise solutions integrating these various views
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Recommendations

» Favorable environment should be created for investment into renewable energy sources accompanied with a reduction of
iInvestment costs and provision of positive socio-economic impacts

* Energy infrastructure projects should become an opportunity to make communities a better place to live. Further efforts are needed
to involve all relevant stakeholders but also laypeople into decision-making processes in energy transition

* Conditions should be established for social, environmental and economically sustainable energy transition
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