
We stand at a turning point.
Design, science, and society confront accelerating climate disruption, biodiversity 
collapse, and the exhaustion of extractive production systems. The mechanistic 
worldview that shaped the past centuries—one built on separation, optimisation, and 
control—has reached its limits.

The DESIGNAE COST Action emerges as a collective and coordinated response to this 
crisis. Rooted in the aims outlined in its Memorandum of Understanding, it declares a 
shared ambition: to cultivate an interdisciplinary, nature-centred design paradigm 
capable of regenerating ecosystems, cultures, and futures. Our commitment is to shift 
from incremental sustainability to transformative regeneration, extending the design 
horizon beyond human concerns toward multispecies flourishing.

Biodesign presents itself as a key domain for enabling this transformation.  At its 
frontier, designers collaborate with biology and technology pursuing approaches that 
move beyond technocentric optimisation toward more substantive ecological 
relationships. Yet, current practice still remains fragmented, anthropocentric, and 
often aligned with market-driven logics. This manifesto expresses our collective 
intention to change that trajectory.



NATURE-CENTRED 
DESIGN FOR 
REGENERATION
Nature-centred biodesign positions nature as 
a collaborator rather than merely a resource. It 
explores how design and science can intertwine 
to enable ecological regeneration, reciprocity, 
and healing—while also acknowledging the 
practical and ethical challenges of working with 
living systems. We invite contributions that make 
these tensions explicit: What makes regeneration 
difficult? Where do methods fall short? How can 
frameworks become more actionable without 
oversimplifying nature’s complexity?

TRANSDISCIPLINARY 
CLARITY
The network seeks to showcase work that genuinely 
speaks across disciplines—becoming readable, 
usable, and debatable by both scientists and design-
ers. We value approaches that bridge disciplinary 
languages, redefine concepts, or offer new interpre-
tations of foundational terms such as growth, fabri-
cation, agency, repair, and ethics. We encourage au-
thors to articulate the obstacles in transdisciplinary 
collaboration: What concepts resist translation? 
Where do methodological frictions arise? Shared 
glossaries, visual frameworks, and protocols are 
welcome as tools to navigate these challenges, espe-
cially when based in practice.
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PLACE AND 
MATERIALITY 
We emphasise explicit connections to place, 
ecosystems, and material processes. This work 
is grounded in specific ecological contexts, in 
dialogue with particular materials or organisms, 
and attentive to scale—from nano to macro. We 
invite reflections on the tensions embedded in 
place-based work: How do we honour local ecolo-
gies while addressing global pressures? How do 
we reconcile situated materiality with the expec-
tation of broader applicability or scalability?

ECO-CENTRIC 
WORLDVIEW
Nature-centred biodesign adopts an eco-centric, 
rather than anthropocentric, worldview. It recog-
nises that human and non-human flourishing are 
interdependent, that ecosystems hold intrinsic 
value beyond human utility, and that every design 
intervention affects complex webs of relationships. 
We encourage contributions that confront the con-
tradictions of working within anthropocentric sys-
tems: How do we reconcile eco-centric ethics with 
institutional, economic, or societal structures that 
are still human-centred? Where do these tensions 
become productive rather than paralysing?
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REFLECTIVE 
THINKING
DESIGNAE embraces uncertainty, emergence, 
and coexistence. It questions assumptions about 
control, growth, and progress; acknowledges what 
is unknown; welcomes the unpredictability of living 
systems; and employs narrative, diagrammatic, or 
artistic methods to explore complexity. We invite 
authors to discuss the challenges of working with 
uncertainty: How do we cultivate trust, responsibil-
ity, and care for living systems when outcomes 
cannot be fully predicted? What practices help us 
remain accountable amid ambiguity?

INCLUSIVENESS 
AND BALANCE
Following COST policy, this work prioritizes partic-
ipation from Inclusiveness Target Countries (ITCs), 
Young Researchers and Innovators (YRIs), gender 
balance, geographical diversity, disciplinary diver-
sity, and representation of both theoretical and 
practice-based perspectives.
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