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Our humanity is confronted with many complex challenges such as socio-

economic and health crises, the fight against global warming and social and epistemic 

injustices, and even deep institutional crises. Many are the uncertainties concerning the 

management of these crises. However, life is characterized by movement and 

innovation initiatives to address these crises are abundant (the invention of the anti-

covid vaccine in only a few months, the use of digital technology in many fields, the 

implementation of various actions within companies and public policies to identify new 

ways to address the climate emergency, etc.). 

However, notwithstanding the prima facie positive effects of these innovations, 

more and more researchers are being critical about the injunction that innovation is 

necessarily synonymous with societal progress (Coyle, 2017; Kuppelwieser et al., 

2019; Brulé & Munier, 2021, Coad et al., 2021). Some other propositions even go one 

step further by suggesting the very opposite of innovation, namely "dèsinnovation" to 

find sustainable solutions to the climate emergency and its pernicious effects on 

humans and the planet (Bonnet et al., 2021). Despite these controversies, it is not 

always easy to distinguish between on one hand, non-responsible innovations that 

would even worsen the above-mentioned crises, and on the other hand, responsible 

innovations (RI) that would be on the contrary positive for humans and the planet.  

There are many definitions of RI. For the EU a RI is "the transition to a new 

situation - and an expansion of opportunities - to meet the requirements and honor more 

responsibilities towards other human beings, the environment, the planet and future 

generations than was previously the case" (Kormelink, 2019, p. 11). This vision of RI 

remains unclear and is subject to many different interpretations. The substantive 

question therefore still remains: how to innovate responsibly?  

We intend to answer this question in the context of a pedagogical reflection and 

experience, in which we mobilize, within an interdisciplinary context (political science 

and management), a teaching based on engaged scholarship and social innovation (SI) 

to serve environmental protection. Considering the magnitude of the climate 

emergency we are experiencing, the course is based on a strong conception of SI, 

endowed with a significant emancipatory and transformative potential in association 

with an enterprise that must be inclusive, operating in a multi-dimensional and multi-

actor framework, mobilizing new responses to new needs, and working towards a 

sustainable transformation of the society by bringing to life veritable development 

models (Bélanger, 2007; Richez-Battesti, 2011; Besançon, 2015; Moulaert, 2016; 

Avelino et al., 2019). This responsible innovation posture incarnated in this strong SI 

approach establishes a strong connection between innovation and social 

transformation. 

Moreover, this teaching is inspired by the philosophy of engaged scholarship, as 

reconceptualized by Andrew Van de Ven (2007; 2020) insofar as: 1/ the teaching is co-
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constructed with relevant stakeholders (students in this case) according to Van de Ven's 

proposals; 2/ we have conceived our own societal responsibility as a teacher-scholar. 

More precisely, it is a pedagogical innovation implemented since September 2020, in 

the framework of a 27-hour course taught to about 120 students in Master 1 at ESC 

Clermont Business School. This interdisciplinary course is entitled "Business in an 

innovative and international context faced with the geopolitics of the environment". Its 

objective is to support and encourage students to proactively project themselves into a 

world that is uncertain and complex, so that they can think about positive and 

sustainable solutions regarding the many environmental and socio-economic 

challenges.  

From a methodological point of view, this is an exploratory research based on the 

content analysis of 70 SI projects that have been defended by students since the 

beginning of this course. The research aims to: 1/analyze to what extent students have 

assimilated the criteria of transformative SI from an environment protection 

perspective; 2/are able to propose such SI projects in different countries of the world. 

In addition, we plan to conduct semi-structured interviews with a dozen students to 

analyze students' critical reflexive posture in relation to the SI teachings. 
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des sociétés, Québec, CRISES, Presses de l’Université du Québec, 413-423. 

3. BESANÇON, E. (2015), La diffusion de l’innovation sociale, un processus de 

changement multiforme. Une illustration à partir d’une recyclerie, Sociologies 

pratiques, 31, 31-40. 

4. BONNET, E., LANDIVAR, D., & MONNIN, A. (2021). Héritage et fermeture : 
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Safety innovative strategy for the development of agrarian enterprises: 

management aspect 

 

An important role in increasing the innovative activity of agrarian enterprises is 

played by the selection and implementation of the appropriate strategy for the 

innovative development of the enterprise. To determine the future strategy of an 

agrarian enterprise, information is needed on the amount of innovation potential and 

the level of its use. The evaluation of the level of innovative potential is an urgent task, 

since its solution allows making strategic and tactical decisions regarding the 

innovative development of an agrarian enterprise and the development of its 

sustainable competitive advantages. 

Strategic innovation management is a component of innovation management. It 

solves a wide range of issues of planning and implementation of innovative projects 

and programs, which are designed for qualitative changes in the organization's 

activities in the market, production or social sphere of an agrarian enterprise 

(organization). 

It should be noted that any strategic steps of an agricultural enterprise are 

innovative in nature, as they are somehow based on innovations in the economic, 

production, sales or management spheres. For example, one of the strategies 

characteristic of market economy - the product strategy - is aimed at the development 

of new types of products and technologies, spheres and sales methods, that is, it is 

based exclusively on innovations. This applies to other types of strategies as well. Thus, 

the strategy of the development of an agrarian enterprise provides for the provision of 

stable rates of its growth and functioning in the future and is based on the use of 

scientific and technical achievements in the field of technology, organization, 

technology, management, that is, on a complex of innovations [1, 2]. 


