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What is the “Future of Dams”?
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Figure 1. “Future of Dams” project concept map. r m— definition decision-making
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« Map and prioritize issues e Stakeholder Assessment
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« “Innovative interdisciplinary research that is both
problem—-focused and use inspired to advance the
theory and practice of sustainable development.” ¢/
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« Converge two types of KPPs rarely discussed
together: participatory system dynamics modeling
and role—-play simulations

« Educate and engage stakeholders
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