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sAl Lhhnovation process can not
be judged obje&iv&iv

oIt cannct be assumed ko, in
general, be something positive,
eThe assessment of the
novakion’s value is
determined from a certain
perspective in time and space

ckvé
ersPe,
o 55




Pro-tnnovakion bias in bthe Literature

INCREASED AWARENESS OF:
RAISING ECONOMIC
INEQUALITY

e PLANETARY BOUNDARIES

e ECOLOGICAL FOOTPRINTS

HISTORICAL EVENTS
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The association with Progress might nudge
a researcher to

eview inovation as a heutral concept

eobscuring the conflict-lines between different
stakeholders

erecharacterising phenomenon previously seen as
nowvation as - when adverse eﬁac&s are made
salient - not being tnovations after all

elinear view oh tnhovation processes where only one
outcome is possible.

emales it seem Like anovation Llinearly and
accumulatively improves the conditions for humans
and nature




The assoclation with T@.ﬂkﬁf\(ﬁ)tasv and
Science might nudge a researcher to

esymbolical associate it with masculinity
oview hature as detached from technology. See
Eeahs«otagj as:
othe means through which humans conbrol and
dominate nature (Laestadius, 201%).
ea resource that has no value wunless b is
owned by someone that put a price on it (see
Parrique, 2019).
esomething that depend on the acceptance and
tolerance for waste production

The association with C&FEE&LQSM and
COT‘POI‘&&&OMS might hudge a researcher to

@uhwi&&ing? becoming pro-profit and pro-firm

portraying firms as self-evident forces of qood (see
Alvesson, et al,, 2009, p. 7

sunknowingly promote neoliberal capitalist values.

a focus on problem-solving for an economic elite and
risks downplaying problems affecting non-affluent
social groups.

sassume that only products or practices undesirable for
the users are outcompeted (Soete, 2013)

efocus o commercialising research gives an innovation
researcher a pro-innovation milieu thot risks blinding
them to innovation processes’ adverse effects.




The association with EEconomic Grrowth
might nudge a researcher to

eAssume that novation is a purely positive
Phenamemon (given its Posif:we effect on growth)

eRemain blind to ahy adverse effects of the
novation (Gripehberg, ek al., 2012),

spromote the belief in techno-fixes (as opposed to
system changes) for social and ecological

roblems,

eone-sidedly favour the study of economic
relationships and neglect relationships outside of
the economy, often symbolically Likened to the

female,
sneqglect of the decline that also follows

novation processes (see Groulel & Vinck, 2017).

The association with COMPQ&&&QOM might
nudge a researcher to

spromote speed at the expense of reflectivity

ociewnpi.aj ethical dimensions

esee resistance Primo\ruv as something that
makes countries and firms fall behind in the
race—subsequently casting human and non-
human resistance bto hnovation in a pejora?:ive
Light




The associakion with Wétﬁf&‘ré QMG’\

Wf«ﬁw@.d ‘PT’ObL@.MS might nudge a
researcher to

esee tnnovation under capitalism as a solution to
wicked problems evading discussions of system
changes on macro-level
sBecome blind to the Limitations of the corporation
as an organisational form.
eInnovating firms are motivated to novate just
enough and targeting actor who can pay,
eThe possible tnovation processes aiming to
meet grand challenges become Limited to only
nclude activities that also contribute to growth

Science, Technology and Innovation
(STI) studies in a crisis

Both “science policy” and “tnovation studies”, ko stick to Ben
Martin’s terminology, are, I would arque, today in a
fundamental, even existential crisis; as if the economic-inspired
policy approaches to science, technology and more broadbj
mnovation, have reached their intrinsic Limits [p.¥s2]
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Innovakion resistance

Innovakions positive effect on:
¢ Economic growth

o Survival of firms

e Competitive advantage

Innovationsmobstand:
oDysfunitionel Lt
eFel-informerat
eUnderlaget
oRigidk
eDogmatkiskt
eTrangsynt
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Barriers Resistance

Non-humans, such as Humans such as customers

requlations, laws, risk, and social movements
cost + humains

N Vs

Resistance

From bobh humans and
non-humains

Innovation

Innovation
resistance




Innovakion resistance

@Sha[ﬂas the tnnovation

ePotentially protects the Other from
an undesirable or harmful
tnovation

eMight lead to reflection

oIs to some degree expected




This
innovation
will kill us!

Lack of resistance
can come ab a cost




Someone, If this goes
please stop wrong someone
might die!

This is about
Fersye«c&ve. Which/
Who's persgeﬁﬁve do
we use i our studies?

Innovakion Compav«ias

Innovation
Resistance
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