Theorizing
Transformative Social Innovation

12 theoretical propositions
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People are empowered to persist in
their efforts towards institutional
change, to the extent that basic

needs for relatedness, autonomy, and
competence are satisfied, while at the
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Manifesting new/alternative ~_|
interpersonal relations is one pivotal
way in which SI actors are able to
create the right conditions to challenge,
alter or replace dominant institutions
(Proposition 2)

Sl initiatives provide spaces in which
new or alternative values can be
promoted and aligned with new
knowledge and practices—in a process
of reflexive experimentation that
supports both members” motivations

and moves towards collective ‘success’
and ‘impact’ (Proposition 1)

Transnational networks
are crucially empowering
local Sl initiatives
(Proposition 5)
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The transformative Discourse formation
impacts of Sl initiatives |~~~ and its mediation
depend greatly on the through communication
changing tensions within infrastructures crucially
and stability of the action enhances the reach of
field(s) that they operate SI network formation
in (Proposition 4) (Proposition 6)
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B ( ) One way in which Sl initiatives engage
\ ‘ Relations to with dominant institutions is by
B ' institutional reconsidering the broader institutional
change logics in which those institutions are
/ embedded; they do this by ‘travelling’
' Institutional across different institutional logics,
' ] and by reinventing, recombining )
' dynamlcs and transposing specific elements [
’ (Proposition 9) N\
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Slinitiatives employ a diverse range

of strategies for bringing about
institutional change; they must
proactively adapt these strategies in

Sl initiatives need to find an ~
institutional home in order to
access to vital resources; this

A\

often entails a balancing against response to changing circumstances, N
the desire for independence from while navigating contestations with [N

ST

(critiqued) dominant institutions
(Proposition 7)

dominant institutions, and maintaining
their original vision (Proposition 8)
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Sl initiatives are only innovative
against the background of an evolving
socio-material context. Activities of
innovating and invention present but
one historical appearance of TSI, next
to other less conspicuously innovative
activities of re-invention, advocacy, and
contextual adoption (Proposition 11)
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Diversity is an integral element of TSI Path dependencies \
processes, reflecting the historical The rise of Sl initiatives and \
diversity of the people involved in them, the particular transformative \ \
who strive for diverse institutional ambitions conveyed by them are LA
forms that fit with their differing strongly shaped by the historical \ \

values, future visions and present
circumstances (Proposition 12)

development of the wider socio-
material context (Proposition 10)

Further research findings on each of these 12 propositions can be found in the working paper:
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