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Abstract
The Transition Movement is a translocal phenomenaulated through transnational
grassroots networks. This study explores the gebgga of the Transition Movement with a
theoretical framework that perceives it as botb@ad movement and a grassroots
innovation. Participant-observation of Transiticdt3.ake (TSL), located in the suburban
metropolis of Salt Lake City, Utah, was conducisithe United States remains a largely
understudied country in regards to this particalavement. In this pursuit, we asked: (i)
how and what this transition initiative draws frgmographically extensive and intensive
relations, (ii) how it combines place-specific eents and generalized models
(embeddedness), and (iii) how this impacts theesgof the transition initiative and how
these impacts (positive or negative) are gener&iede, space, and scale played a large role
in defining the nature, dynamics, possibilitiesg @onstraints of this transition initiative.
Specifically, geographically intensive and extergiglations were critical for the
mobilization of complementary resources. The Traosimodel was found to be flexible,
allowing for the initiative to adopt those elemethtat worked in place and to focus on locally
relevant topics. TSL faced many challenges ideattiby previous researchers regarding
finances, participation, diversity, and intragragmpetition. While networking with other
similar groups, TSL demonstrated that fertile emwinents of activism are incubatory pools
for grassroots innovations and social movements aamade-off was found with competition

between local groups for resources.

Keywords. Transition movement; grassroots innovations; soo@ements; spatial

organizational forms; place
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1. Introduction

Geographical scholarship has made important carttoibs to understanding social
movements. Geographers have used notions of dpaee, and scale to shed light not only
on the emergence, diffusion, and scaling-up ofadeubvements, but also on how social
movements employ place, space, and scale to pthsiieagendas of resistance to
neoliberalism and uneven development (Nicholls,7280r an overview). Byron Miller’s
Geography and Social Moveme(2900) was the first attempt to link geographyhitie
core literature on social movementsnvestigated how differences in state and economic
power in and across different locations impactdlaans and resource mobilization
capacities of social movements. Other inquiriesi$oiigy on place have investigated how
place-based context influences where social movenoacur, their identities, and their
potentialities (Routledge, 2003). On the other hgedgraphic research concentrating on
space has, for example, examined how the spatsalammess in capitalist development
creates differences in political opportunities andilable resources (Barnes, 2004), while
social movement scholars with an eye to scale faesed on the scalar strategies that some
social movements use, for example, by leveragiteymational attention to put pressure on
local institutions (Tarrow and McAdam, 2005).

While earlier studies focused mainly on environmakptotests and resistance to
neoliberal globalization (Pile and Keith, 1997; Miller, 2000; Featherstone 2003, 2008;
Routledge, 2003), scholars have focused more rgaamimovements that prioritize the
construction of socially just and environmentallgi@inable alternatives over oppositional
stances and social innovation over political sg& (e.g.Pickerill and Maxey, 2009; Brown
et al., 2012). The rapid emergence of this paictyipe of social movement includes, for
example, the Transition Movement, permaculture,estwdhousing and ecovillages

movements. These movements, which often take tine &b intentional communities, tend to
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not be oppositional (Feola, 2014) and to delibéyatet engage with politics, i.e. to be post-
political, as some scholars hadiecussed (Neal 2013; Kenis and Mathijs, 2014). They place
their strategic and practical efforts on buildirmpeomic and social alternatives, rather than
on protests and opposition to dominant systemssandtures, although they often perform
non-subordination practices (Carlsson and Manr#0dp).

To be sure, the construction of alternatives camtagpreted as a form of resistance
and may imply, and possibly even require, formdexfonstruction of dominant imaginaries,
institutions, and infrastructures (e.g. Leff, 2010; Carlsson and Manning, 2010). However, a
fundamental characteristic of these movementsdisihguishes them from other social
movements is their performance of societal chahgee'and now’ through the everyday
experimentation of other worlds (Hopkins, 2013l nietopias (Wright, 2013), ecocultures
(Bohm et al., 2015), nowtopias (Carlsson, 2008 amrcrete utopias (Muraca, 2015).
Concrete utopias often challenge the status qugeordote new practices (Pickerill, 2015),
institutions, forms of social and economic orgatisa(e.g., alternative currencies), and
systems of provision (e.g., alternative food systeamd community energy). In other words,
they experiment with different forms of developmantl often prefigure alternatives to
development and to forms of growth-oriented ecomsmand societies.

Concrete utopias render commonly used theorieg@f@phies of social movements
insufficient. The inherent nature of concrete uagpas generators of social and often
technical innovation calls for alternative thearatitools in order to fully grasp the dynamics
of these social movements and their geographidhidmespect, without overlooking or
downplaying critical approaches, some authors Ipawposed drawing from socio-technical
transition studies (Caprotti and Bailey, 2014; Schulz and Bailey, 2014). In the same
theoretical vein, others have proposed the notfarsimg grassroots innovations for

sustainability (Seyfang and Smith, 20@mith and Seyfang, 2013). Grassroots innovations
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for sustainability emerge as ‘networks of activistsl organisations generating novel bottom
up solutions for sustainable developméRtyfang and Smith, 2007, p. 585; Smith and
Seyfang, 2013). They distinguish themselves frormsteeam green business by operating
from the bottom-up in civil society arenas, expenning with often radical social and
technological innovations that reflect alternativerldviews and systems of values (Seyfang
and Smith, 2007; Seyfang et al., 2010). Grassroots innovations for sustainability are often

seen as social experiments and incubators of aptlaat prefigure possible just and
sustainable futures (Haxeltine and Seyfang, 2009).

As argued by Seyfang et al. (2010) and Hargreawval €013) and shown in
subsequent studies (e.g., Seyfang and Longhurss) 2@rassroots innovations and transition
studies can complement social movement theorigsryninsightful ways. However, few
authors have connected these strands specificatjgographical literature (e.g., Schulz and
Bailey, 2014; Longhurst, 2015; Feola and Butt, 2015), and the potential for theocal
hybridization remains largely untapped. In contrasire traditional perspectives on the
geographies of social movements, including polizlogy, rational theory, and
poststructuralism, seem to have been pursued mdedywe.g., Beaumont and Nicholls,
2007 Nicholls, 2007).

Beside the innovative potential of concrete utopilasir often translocal character
further challenges current geographical theoriexesthe early 2000s, social movements
have become increasingly translocal (Della Porth@iani, 2006), largely as a result of the
spread of information technologies, social medmd, the increasing movement of people in a
globalized world, which has facilitated the tramssérepertoires and activism models across
national boundaries. Examples of such translodalar&s are the Transition Network and
the Global Ecovillage Network, both of which connlecal initiatives that use the same

repertoires across multiple countries. The inteonal hubs of these networks produce and
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circulate a common narrative and sets of pracéicabn models through handbooks,
guidelines, training courses, and learning matetizt are widely disseminated online.
These handbooks and materials formalize succdssfilexperiences and constitute models
of practices that local groups elsewhere use far@snd inform social action. These models
are translocal rather than transnational; that is, they occur in place but are circulated through
transnational grassroots networks and rooted sametiusly in distinct local cultural
contexts.

In the past, geographers have investigated crosselaoy and global movements, but
they have mostly focused on transnational netwoflifferent movements bonded by
common grievances and agendas, such as anti-glatvali movements (e.g., Routledge,
2003; Featherstone, 2003). New and largely neglected geographical questionslvanetore
be posed, for instance, around the cultural emhbdstes of models of activisrthe link
between translocal practices, networks, and flolwvsaierial and immaterial resourcesd
the potential for and implications of scaling-upeasirategic goal of movements that have
developed through the replication of local practice

In this paper, we explore these questions througgisa study of the Transition
Movement in Salt Lake City, Utah (United Stateg\oferica). The paper sets out to
investigate the geographies of Transition Salt Lake, more specifically, (i) how and what
this transition initiative draws from geographigadixtensive and intensive relations, (ii) how
it combines place-specific elements and generalzedels (embeddedness), and (iii) what
impacts this has on the success of the transmitiative and how these impacts (positive or

negative) are generated.
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2. TheTransition Movement

The Transition Towns idea was born out of a perrttaiclass that founder Rob
Hopkins taught in Kinsdale, Ireland in 2005. Higdgnts’ project was to apply permaculture
principles to overcoming the problem of peak dig point after which the rate of oil
production will decline due to diminishing oil resces. The class culminated in an ‘Energy
Descent Action Plan’ for towns that envisioned atpzarbon future, with a stage-based plan
of implementation. Hopkins subsequently moved ttmé&s, England, where he co-founded
the Transition Movement and started the first Titears Town, Transition Town Totnes.
Subsequently, Transition Towns were formed in othi€rvillages and later in localities
around the globe. In 2007, the Transition Netwodsgstablished as the operational
structure of the Transition Movement to supporivaeds and develop and disseminate

information to all Transition Towns.

2.1 Globally located grievances

The primary grievances of the Transition Moventente traditionally been climate
change and peak oil, which were identified as tve toughest challenges facing humankind
at the start of this 21st century’ (Brangwyn andpokias, 2008, p. 3) and are linked to the
common root problem of the societal addiction idldopkins, 2008). More recently, the
financial and economic crisis has gained prominemseng the concerns of the Transition
Movement (Hopkins, 2011).

The Transition Movement aims to build resilient coomities, where resilience
means the capability to respond to external stsesse, to keep functioning and thriving
without cheap oil and in the face of climate chaftdepkins, 2011). Thus, while peak oll,
climate change, and the economic crisis are chgdgrthey are also seen as opportunities for

positive change in the local community (HopkinsQ&0 Change (transition) is to be
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achieved primarily through social rather than tedbgical means. While the Transition
Movement also promotes environmentally friendlyhtealogies, it is wary of embracing
technology as a panacea, as it is not able to ssltlne root causes of peak oil and climate
change. Instead, technology promotes participatidghe community, social learning, and
social innovation through the creativity, motivatj@and knowledge that local communities
have the potential to unleash (Hopkins, 2011).

The Transition Movement identifies as apoliticatl@oes not aim to take political
power, nor does it engage in traditional forms @ftjzal protests (e.qg., rallies or civil
disobedience). Yet its focus on relocalisation aslation to intertwined problems of climate
change, peak oil, and globalisation can be seaf@sn of political action (North, 2010).
Relocalisation involves the diversification of Ilbeeonomies and the reduction of the
dependency on unstable global markets and incrgigerpensive transport. With regards to
collective action, the emphasis on relocalisatignals the willingness to take direct action
and to foster innovation capacity without waitireg hational or local political institutions or
the business sector to intervene. Transition Towguslly address, in a diverse and place-
specific manner, a rather definite set of thememrag which food, transport, energy, and

local currencies are the most frequent (Feola amakell, 2014).

2.2 Transition model

The Transition Movement has developed a set afedimes over time, including a
Transition Handbook (Hopkins, 2008), a Transitinititives Primer (Brangwyn and
Hopkins, 2008), and a Transition Companion (Hopk#®.1). Originally, transition was
thought of as evolving through the implementatibd 2 steps, outlined in The Transition
Handbook (Hopkins, 2008). The 12 steps were créatgdo impose a system, but because

people seemed to find them useful’ (Hopkins, 2@l%,8). After the experience of the
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residents of Transition Town Totnes, who completkd? steps but whose work was not yet
done, the label ‘steps’ was withdrawn in favoriafredients’ (Hopkins, 2011, pp. 78-79).
The guide following The Transition Handbook, Thafdgition Companion, revised the steps
into ‘Ingredients of Transition’ and ‘Tools of Traition’ (Hopkins, 2008, 2011). From then
on, transition has been thought of as resultingfaction toward a series of areas, namely (1)
starting out, (2) deepening, (3) connecting, (4)dig, and (5) daring to dream (Hopkins,
2011). A set of Transition ‘ingredients’ is assoethwith each area, in which the ingredients
were elaborated by generalizing the experienceiatessful Transition Towns globally.
Communities can adapt these steps to their plaeefgpsituation. Therefore, the ingredients
do not need to make up a compulsory list, nor rthest be followed in a particular order.
However, the 12 steps and ingredients set a chglrgd action that communities should

follow to develop thriving local transition initiges.

2.3 Transition Network

The mode of diffusion for the Transition modelhe fTransition Network
(www.transitionnetwork.org), which is made up ofdbtransition initiatives and national
hubs. The central point of reference is the Trasitown Totnes, which functions as the
international hub. The Transition Network develtips grand narrative and respective
documentation. It produces the above-mentionedetjuies in addition to delivering training
for members of Transition Towns, providing consoattaservices, and facilitating
information exchange and learning among localatiites (Feola, 2014). The documentation
and informational materials can be accessed thrbotithe Internet and print resources.

Importantly, the network also established a systéaccreditation, a set of criteria
that communities that desire to be recognisedfisial’ members of the network must

comply with, such as having attended a trainingises having drafted and approved a
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constitution, being composed of at least four ¥e fpeople, and demonstrating a commitment
to networking with others, including local and watl authorities. Local transition initiatives
that are inspired by the Transition Movement ppies but that do not comply with these
criteria are listed as ‘Muller’. As of April 201@ere were 20 accredited national hubs and
1,258 initiatives, 472 of which had official statugile 779 were ‘Mullers’ (Transition

Network, n.d.).

3. Academic context

While it is outside the scope of this article tandact an exhaustive review of the vast
literature on the geographies of social movememtisgeassroots innovations for
sustainability, this section summarizes three curaed interrelated academic debates that

have informed this study.

3.1 Geographically intensive and extensive relations

Geographical inquiries into social movements reigarglace, space, and scale have
not come without criticism. These three conceptg@iupon a geographical
conceptualisation of territoriality: that territes are bounded, definable spaces nested within
one another and made distinct by different politfieaonomic, social, and cultural
institutions that produce distinct identities (Beaant and Nicholls, 2007). Massey (2004)
argued that this emphasis on territoriality, spealfy within constructions of place and scale,
assumes that people within a certain place are genous, which is at odds with the reality
of the internal plurality of any given place. Siarll, Amin (2004) contended that a territorial
conceptualisation of place and scale is groundisbpundaries are no longer necessarily
tied to place within the context of globalisatiéimnding flaws in the dominant, binary

conceptualisation of the local versus the globahjA(2004) insisted that globalisation
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renders space aterritorial and ascalar due togbdynunrestricted flows of people, ideas, and
materials across space. Featherstone (2003; 2005) also critiqued the binary construction of

the global and the local, arguing that what produnterpersonal differences does not
necessarily have to do with place and is not bodiyeplace. On the contrary, Featherstone
(2003) insisted that interests and identities caiyaut through the interaction of people in
different places. These perspectives represerdational’, as opposed to a ‘territorial’,
approach, a theoretical position founded on tha that place is unbounded by territory and
that the global and the local are infused with anether via the mass interconnections
between places and spaces in a globalised world.

Finding a space between relationality and teraddyi, Nicholls (2007) and Beaumont
and Nicholls (2007) put forth a more nuanced arguirtteat an utterly relational perspective,
where all notions of territory dissolve, precludes reality of particular instances wherein
territory does contribute to the character of a@ldNicholls’ (2007) and Beaumont and
Nicholls’ (2007) conceptualisations incorporate ti¢ion that in some cases, a relational
perspective is undeniable in that flows cannotdoated in space, but in others, scale and
place are territorially bound. A territorial defilmn becomes irrefutable, for example, in
looking at national boundaries, which remain didtinterritorial and contain differences in
political power (Nicholls, 2007).

In relation to social movements, the stability pdexd by a particular territory can
increase the chances for face-to-face encounténgebe activists, which may in turn
facilitate the growth of social movements. NichdR907) refers to this as ‘territorially
intensive relations’, insisting that these relasiéacilitated by geographical stability and
proximity are essential in procuring high-gradeotgses. The high-grade resources to which
Nicholls (2007) refers are strong-tie relationg #iéw activists to build trust, exchange tacit

knowledge, and socialise and connect with eachr dineugh a particular set of values. This
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creates a culture of committed activism, whichsisemtial for engaging in the risky activities
for which social movements call.

On the other end of the spectrum, Nicholls arghas‘geographically extensive
relations’, wherein ties between actors are weakstiretch across larger geographical
spaces, aid in obtaining generic, low-grade ressufe.g., ‘money, codified information,
political support’) (Nicholls, 2007, p. 619). Bagieographically extensive and intensive
relations are essential because they provide diftdypes of necessary resources for social
movements. The geographical level of territoridia or ‘institutionalisation of network
connections in specific places’, as Beaumont arthdlis (2007, p. 2559) define it, depends
on the place-bound political context.

Various authors have argued that the Transitionévizent is in essence a localisation
(or ‘relocalisation’)movement (North, 2010; North and Longhurst, 2013; Kenis and Mathijis,
2014; Alloun and Alexander, 2014). Localisation, though, does not imply isolation or
disconnection from global networks (North, 201@)fdct, as Feola and Nunes (2014)
argued, successful Transition Towns engage in docw@ton of inter-scalar (geographically
extensive) and local (geographically intensivejrie@ay processes facilitated by the Transition
Network. Local transition initiatives remain detened by situated processes but benefit
from geographically extensive relations in the fafthe interaction with and support of
other initiatives and the ability of national amdrtsnational network hubs to generalise and
socialise organisational principles. For examgie, Transition Network seems capable of
elaborating on generic transition principles datdit®m ‘unique’ local experiences that
overall seem to be effective in other unique lamaitexts. The diffusion of these principles in
the network, together with common narratives amdpttovision of training by the
international and some national hubs (transitiaming), informs collective local action and

the socialisation of the movement’s values (Feathldunes 2014). Furthermore, Feola and
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Nunes (2014) have shown that Transition Towns afteperate with other Transition Towns
in the network. More importantly, Transition Towlnsated in areas characterised by a higher
density of other Transition Towns, and where tlaeeactive regional or national Transition
Network hubs, have a greater chance of interaetitifyother Transition Towns, which seems
to positively influence the likelihood of a Transit Town'’s prosperity. This seems to confirm
the positive role played by networking among grastsr innovations for their success
(Seyfang and Longhurst, 2013), and it suggestsnpertance of ‘offline’ contact despite the
growing use of online tools for communication, imf@tion sharing, and recruitment. It is
also evidence of the importance of geographicaltgresive relations for obtaining low-grade

resources, especially information in this case.

3.2 Diffusion

It is widely acknowledged that processes of sauavement diffusion are often
spatially structured, although authors agree &sadr extent about the sources of diffusion’s
spatial unevenness. For example, Hedstrom (19®4yesth that trade unions in Sweden
diffused through social networks and that theseevgbaped by the actors’ (i.e., nodes’)
spatial locations. However, Andrews and Biggs (3366nd that the spatial structure of
protest movements in the USA in the 1960s was ohetexd by the uneven distribution of
some contextual factors, such as a large studgnilatmon and more favourable political
opportunities, rather than the spatial locatioaabrs in relevant social networks.

Some authors have specifically investigated sao@lement diffusion across
countries. Among them, Tarrow (2005) identifiedethdiffusion pathways, namely relational
(i.e., via interpersonal contact and communicatiaoh-relational (i.e., via the media), and
mediated (i.e., via movement brokers) diffusiomaBg and Soule (1998) focused on the role

of spatial proximity as an enabler of interactiom anfluence that leads to social movement
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diffusion, but they argued that other mechanismg b&aat play, including social media,
change agents, strong and weak social ties (retatechesion and information,
respectively), and prestige. As Boschma (2005) silgmgests, spatial or geographical
proximity may not be a necessary or sufficient ¢bowl for social movement diffusion

within or across national borders. In fact, So@i@04d) highlighted the importance of cultural
proximity, or ‘framing’, as the process through aththe movement’s identity is shaped via
the social construction and attribution of simiawhen social networks and social ties are
absent. Transnational movements create colledmmetities through ‘framing’ in both
relational (i.e., through personal contact) and-redational (i.e., through channels of
information diffusion and online media) forms ofho@ction.

With the spread of the internet and social metha,imterplay of geographical and
cultural proximity has attracted the attention toidents of social movements. Research in
this area suggests that the growing use of newardbs not result in a less spatially
structured spread but rather in reinforced or neatial structures of social movement
diffusion. While in principle the internet facilitss less spatially dependent ties and therefore
may influence diffusion towards less spatially stamed patterns, factors such as the digital
divide among countries and age cohorts, the diffjaaf translating virtual connection into
practical collective action, and the tendency ofual networks to form, materialise, and
claim their agendas in particular places resusipatially structured social movement
diffusion (Diani, 2000; Norris, 2001; Lim, 2014).

Studies of the diffusion of the Transition Movemaatoss Europe have shown that its
diffusion, like that of manyther social movements, is spatially uneven; that is, Transition
Towns are more likely to emerge in some places thathers (Feola and Butt, 2Q1Eeola
and Him, 2016). Scholars have also shed light ersgiecific conditions for and the

mechanism of diffusion of the Transition Movemeélitie evidence collected suggests that the
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diffusion of the Transition Movement is facilitateg pre-existing place-based and unevenly
distributed conditions. In studies in Great Britamd Italy, these conditions included
progressive political colour and progressive pldeatity, tight local social networks, pre-
existing civic society networks, and a culture of collaboration (Bailey et al., 2010; Feola and
Butt, 2015). Regarding the mechanisms of diffusi®mawki (2013) showed that the
Transition Movement has diffused through a comlamadf the three diffusion pathways
identified by Tarrow (2005), whereby non-relatioddfusion makes activists initially aware
of initiatives in other countries and relationdfalsion makes possible the in-depth exchange
of ideas, information, and experiences. The TramsMovement has also benefitted from
movement brokers and translators in mediated daffuéShawki, 2013), where translators
can be individuals or organisations that connezdlland global activist communities. In the
Transition Network, such translation is often dbyenational and international network hubs
through the internet, social events like the Ini¢ional Transition Conference, and training

(Feda and Nunes, 2014; Feola and Butt, 2015).

3.3 Success and failure

Research on community action and grassroots iniom&for sustainability has
offered many positive accounts of particular lowbca local experiments, but more critical
views have alsemerged (Walker, 2011; Heiskanen et al., 2015). In particular, while thker
of ‘community’ is central to grassroots innovatiqAsken, 2012), it has been shown that
grassroots innovations do not always operate iatgras smoothly as idealised or function
as inclusive and supportive communities of practice (Mulugetta et al., 2010; Walker, 2011).
Furthermore, grassroots innovations, like manyccsaciety organisations relying on
volunteers, often struggle with securing and suostgiparticipation over time (Seyfang and

Smith, 2007; Hoffman and High-Pippert, 2010; Middlemiss and Parrish, 2010), which limits
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their ability to promote innovation in the community (Kirwan et al., 2013; Ornetzelder and
Rohracher, 2013). The scarcity or complete lackealre inflow streams of financial
resources often hinders grassroots action (elgldlemiss and Parrish, 2010; Seyfang and
Longhurst, 2013). Finally, grassroots innovatioosdt always mirror the diversity (e.g.,
ethnic) of local communities, and consequentlyggite to establish strong links with the
larger community (Seyfang and Smith, 2007). Onattiner hand, networking with other local
or global actors, including other grassroots intioves, has been shown to be critical for
success (Seyfang and Longhurst, 2013).

The evidence on the success and failure of grassmm@ovations for sustainability is
mostly based on in-depth studies of individual eéxpents, while only a few studies have
attempted to identify more general patterns (FaathNunes, 2014). Following Feola and
Nunes (2014), the conditions for successful gragsnmnovations can be usefully divided in
the following five groups: transition initiative ahacteristics (for Transition Towns),

membership, resources, organisation, and contexigT.).
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Table 1. Factors of success of grassr ootsinnovationsfor sustainability. Adapted from Feola and Nunes

(2014).

Group of factors | Factor Samplereference
Transition Rurality Smith (2011)
initiative Legal status

characteristics

Activities/themes addressed

Mulgan (2006)

Years needed for a Tl to become
official

Official vs. mulling

Brangwyn and Hopkins (2008

Country -
Members Age Middlemiss and Parrish (2010
Skills Hoffman and High-Pippert

(2010)

Representation of minorities/diversi

ySmith (2011); Quilley (2012)

Large number of founders

Middlemiss and ParrisiiQ20

Educational level

Middlemiss and Parrish (2010)

Organisation

Recruitment

Hoffman and High-Pippert
(2010)

Paid staff

Wells (2011)

Internal conflict/ideology

Seyfang and Smith (2007)

Steering group

Hopkins (2011)

Size of steering group

Brangwyn and Hopkins (2008)

Internal communication

Ornetzelder and Rohracher
(2013)

External communication

Hopkins (2011)

Internal organization by subgroups

Brangwyn andkitegp(2008)

o

Resources Hoffman and High-Pippert
Infrastructure (2010)
Funding Middlemiss and Parrish (2010
Time resources Middlemiss and Parrish (2010)
Complementary high-grade and low-
grade' resources through a Beaumont & Nicholls (2007)
combination of geographically
extensive and intensive relations

Context Ornetzelder and Rohracher

Pre-existence of bottom-up |n|t|at|ves(2013)
Pre-existence of participatory Wells (2011)

democracy

Cooperation/partnership with other
organisations

Ornetzelder and Rohracher
(2013)

Favourable context

Mulgan (2006)




http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2016.09.017 18

Studies that have specifically examined the devebt of the Transition Network
have substantially confirmed the above tgBlaith, 2011; Wells, 2011; Feola and Nunes,
2014). Furthermore, it has been shown that idecébgiisputes, e.g., between political and
apolitical and between confrontational and collabee strands, may also act as a source of
internal conflict and a barrier to the successauelopment of Transition Towns (Smith,
2011; Biddau et al., 2016). Finally, from a geographical perspective, it was shown that the
Transition Network enables inter-scalar connectamd learning processes (section 3.1),
while at the local level, Feola and Nunes (2014jgested that direct interaction between
local transition initiatives, which is facilitatdxy their geographical proximity, is an
important factor of success. Whether Transition i®are more likely to thrive in rural or
urban contexts is up for debate. North and Longh@13) suggested that urban, as opposed
to rural, places may offer more conducive condgitor local transition initiatives, whereas
Feola and Nunes (2014) found that Transition Tolmnsral settings are more likely to be
successful, possibly because of a stronger pléaehabent and better representation of social

difference.

4. Methodology

To study the geographies of the Transition Movemethinographic research was
conducted using the case study of Transition S&tel(TSL). This Transition Town is
located in the suburban metropolis of Salt Lake (31.C), Utah. This provides unique
insight into the Transition Movement, as reseantlihis movement has largely focused on
Europe. Using the method of participant-observaticmom April 2014 through June 2016,
one of the authors was an active member and carsoiaserver in TSL (Hammersley &
Atkinson, 1995). TSL activities typically includédwveekly Steering Group meetings,

monthly potlucks and work parties, and occasioresKilling’ events. In addition, the
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participant-observation research included morerméd encounters with members, like
volunteering in members’ gardens and at eventetdst other individuals and organisations
that TSL members attended, including film screesimgok clubs, and protests. In all of the
aforementioned circumstances, field notes werentakel quotes were recorded as accurately
as possible. This observational material was supgheed with document analysis of books,
websites, and video material produced and consiloypd@&L (e.g., The Transition Handbook
and the group’s Facebook page), in addition tdSteering Group’s meeting minutes since

its beginnings in 2012. The names of participamfESL and other local groups have been

generalized here to protect their privacy.

4.1 The case study: Transition Salt Lake

Transition Salt Lake’s formation and first years&eery much guided by the
Transition model (Hopkins, 2008, 2011). TSL emerige2011 with a book club on The
Transition Handbook hosted at the First Unitaridmui€h of SLC, a Unitarian Universalist
Church, which is a non-denominational organizatlemoted to social justice (First Unitarian
Church, n.d.). This reading group decided to stdoical Transition Town by forming a
Steering Group. While no one in TSL had ever atednah official Transition training, the
group applied for and gained official status frdma Transition Network in August 2012. As
of June 2016, TSL had about 125 members, with-angisnber Steering Group.

The members of the Steering Group are a groupssigaate individuals who are
white, well educated, and mostly retired. The memmbéthe Steering Group were largely
connected before the establishment of TSL throwghnecon membership in the Unitarian
Universalist Church of SLC and also through commmambership in several different
environmentalist groups and networks. The membief$Sa were primarily recruited

through Garden Group potlucks and tabling at evien®.C. The demographic makeup of
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the larger TSL membership also tends to be whiél, @ducated, and older in age.

5. Resultsand Discussion
5.1 Geographically extensive and intensive relations

The diffusion of low-grade resources (generic infation) from the Transition
Network out to this individual initiative is evideim TSL, as is the critical nature of these
low-grade resources for the development of thegrdte primary conduit for this diffusion
is the Steering Group, an entity that TSL deciaefbtm based on the suggestion of The
Transition Handbook, which has always been theémary guide for transition (Hopkins,
2008).

TSL'’s Steering Group consists of six members whetroa a bi-weekly basis to
organize the activities and events of the largeugr Their meetings are usually centred
around discussions of Transition themes garnewad bfficial Transition documents and
other non-Transition documents that provide add#ionformation around these Transition
themes, as well as how they will be implementedh \group activities and events. In this
way, the Steering Group processes the informatomireg from the Transition Network.
When they then meet with the larger group and #reeral public, this knowledge is shared
through conversation, formal instruction, and elgdral learning. The larger membership of
TSL is less committed in terms of time and effed,the Steering Group is critical in linking
the local group with the larger, global network.

The low-grade resources the Transition Network rdoutes are complemented by the
high-grade resources TSL mobilises on the grounithi?/SLC, urban territorialisation is
evident in thick networks of ties between actaes whose intensity is based on the differing
frequencies of interaction between the Steeringu@and the general membership.

The members of the Steering Group have the strotigesvithin TSL, as they spend
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the most time together, not only in meetings bsb alithin common memberships in other
organizations (e.g., The First Unitarian Churchizén’s Climate Lobby), and through
informal ‘hanging out’ (e.g., having dinner togatheelping each other in their gardens).
Regular face-to-face interaction facilitated by sipatial proximity (living close by) of these
actors contributes to the strong ties formed betvibem, in turn facilitating the growth of
several important resources, including the exchanhgacit knowledge, socialisation to
Transition values, and the creation of trust, &seeaf belonging, and a common identity. This
cultivates interpersonal support, creating a caltafrcommitted activism that is essential to
keeping TSL going, avoiding burn-out, facing theddelt in relation to climate change and
alienation from capitalist culture, and celebratihg joy generated through collectively
working on innovative grassroots solutions to glgivablems. As one Steering Group
member commented, ‘It's so nice to have this gréoe surrounded by people who care
and are trying to do something’ (personal commuigoaJanuary 5, 2015). In a practical
sense, the strong bonds and values between then8§t€&oup members and the abundance
of time spent together also facilitate the proadssrganising and planning for TSL activities
and events, including the material resources nacg$sr these activities.

The general membership of TSL does not interacftas as the Steering Group, but
they still have strong bonds with each other, r@tehips that would not exist without the
face-to-face interaction allowed for by their sphgiroximity (i.e. living in SLC, especially
the eastern side). Their interactions occur pritpati monthly potlucks and work parties, and
secondarily at other events such as The Cleanairdhd climate change protests. The
potlucks are held once a month and are organizedeéo$teering Group, but they are hosted
by different members each month. Potlucks allow Imensito gain practical information
around growing food and also facilitate access atennl resources (e.g., plant/seed

exchange). On a social level, potlucks socialisenbes to the Transition emphasis on local
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food and community and strengthen the TSL socitaloe.

Potlucks are usually followed by work parties, abbrations in which one member of
the TSL group solicits the help of the larger grooipake on a large-scale permaculture
garden project. Work parties help members obtapomant practical material and human
resources (e.g., organic matter, collective hurahnr) that help participants move towards
localised food production. Through the experierigalrning, members also gain practical
knowledge of permaculture. In addition, work patieinforce the Transition narrative
within the group. This includes Transition perspexst on the importance of localisation and
local food production, which particularly emphasise-envisioning what a suburban
backyard could look like (i.e., that it can be abée space, reducing dependency on non-
local food) through the positive, fun environmeentted around helping each other achieve
greater self-sufficiency.

A key finding here is that the Steering Group asts® social broker between the TSL
general membership and the Transition Networls the link between geographically
extensive and intensive relational levels. The 18tgesroup also acts as translators in that
they translate the global grievances identifiedh®yTransition Network into localised
experiences, especially TSL's own orientation tasasocial change as a positive experience
of ‘doing’. This is embodied well in one TSL memisegxplanation of Transition to a
curious member of the general public at a tablvené ‘Transition is about moving from
fossil fuel dependence to local resilience, andhyay' (personal communication, August 30,
2014).

What also became evident from this case studyeisniportance of spatial proximity
in creating the types of strong relations thatlii@te the process of building and maintaining
a social movement on the ground. As stated eattierties between Steering Group members

are very strong, which helps the group maintaifaeitge commitment to the movement. For
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the general membership, interpersonal interac8amitical in the exchange of the material
and human resources and alternative values negdesaeveloping and spreading
grassroots innovations, as Feola and Nunes (2@ &lso found. At the same time, TSL
would not exist without its relation to the distamansition Network, which supports inter-
scalar learning processes and provides criticarimétion and a generalised model for
action, again supporting Feola and Nunes’ (20X#)ifigs. Furthermore, the findings here
provide support for Nicholls’ (2007) and Beaumondl &icholls’ (2007) argument that
strong relations are facilitated by geographicakpnity and result in the procurement of
high-grade resources complementary to those lowegrasources obtained via
geographically extensive relations. However, tHegkngs do not support Nicholls’ (2007)
and Beaumont and Nicholls’ (2007) argument thatithg social movements organise
themselves in space is a result of difference®iiigal context. Instead, the way in which
the Transition Movement spatially defines its gapeees as global and solutions as local is
responsible for the geographical level of terrdabsiation of this movement, which is on the

town or city level.

5.2 Transition model in place

In addition to the spatial form of relations of fheansition Movement, it is also
critical to consider how, from a geographical pergwe, the Transition model is adopted in
place. Here we consider how place has informedwbliements of the Transition model
TSL has adopted.

While the Transition Network produces a varietyrdbrmational materials, The
Transition Handbook was and remains TSL'’s primarngg (Hopkins, 2008). TSL first
began with a reading group of The Transition Hamd#ih@vhose participants decided to start

a local Transition Town by forming a Steering Grpigtlowing step one of the ‘Twelve
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Steps to Transition’, as outlined in The Transitidemdbook (Hopkins, 2008). The
development of the group was largely guided by Tiansition Handbook, as no member
had ever attended an official Transition trainifig.date, the group has followed nine of the
twelve steps and has tended to focus on localgvagit topics in pursing those steps they

have chosen, thus exploiting the Transition modeédability (Table 2).

Table 2: Twelve Steps of Transition, from Hopkins (2008), adopted and not adopted by TSL.

Step | Completed Item Notesre: TSL
# by TSL
1 X Set up a Steering Group and | Set up in 2012, still in
design its demise from the outgegxistence as of June 2016
2 X Raise awareness Film screenings, book clubs
3 X Lay the foundations Film screenings, book clubs
4 X Organize a Great Unleashing
5 X Form groups Garden Group, Heart & Soul

Group, Gifting Circle

6 Use Open Space
7 X Develop visible practical
manifestations of the project
8 X Facilitate the Great Reskilling Heavy emphafied-focused
9 Build a bridge to local
government
10 X Honor the elders
11 X Let it go where it wants to go
12 Create an Energy Descent
Action Plan

The overwhelming focus of TSL has been on ‘resigdi’, demonstrations of and
training in utilitarian skills that reduce dependgmn the capitalist economy (i.e., grassroots
innovations for sustainability), both at public ateand at work parties. The majority of
these have centered around food growing (Tablm3)eneral, TSL has followed the
Transition model and narrative by adopting its \8em peak oil, climate change, and
globalisation, as well as the model’s solutionghiese issues by focusing on grassroots
innovations like local food, homemade productsanegs an alternative to consumption, and
alternative transportation. In these ways, TSL&ametwork form and many of its activities

were taken from the official Transition model, wisignificantly aided the group’s birth and
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development.

Table 3: Grassrootsinnovations shared in reskilling workshops by TSL, 2009-2015

Gardening Tool sharpening, compost worm culture, wild edblient ID and
use, seed starting, seed swaps, swales and berms on
contour/hugelkultur, newspaper pots, a homemadsweeehoney
separator*, a homemade net frame for dehydratiogpthouse
construction

Food Solar oven baking and cooking, fermenting sauetkdiying
Preparation/Storage | fruits and vegetables, canning, twig (rocket) stove

Handmade/Home Beeswax candles, laundry soap, bird feeder, hasahcrshampoo
greeting cards, hand-crank washing machine*

Repair Bicycles: fixing flats, darning socks, sewing oritbns

Alternative Transit Electric-assist bicycle, solar car, electric cars*

*Discussed by TSL members, but not included initlxsty workshops

TSL has taken a very food-focused direction, follaypits members’ passionate
interest in permaculture gardening. It has paid &tention to areas of less interest to group
members, though they are outlined in the Transitiaael, like medicine and health. Its
monthly potlucks and work parties are not spediffaautlined in any official Transition
materials (Hopkins, 2008, 2011). The environmectaltext of SLC has also played a role in
shaping the interests and activities of TSL. Fameple, TSL has employed permaculture
principles attuned to the dry climate in SLC, esglecwith the group’s passion for
Hugulkultur, an innovative method of constructirrgwing beds that employs techniques
that help the bed retain water during droughts. &mbers also emphasise the importance
of Hugulkultur in light of the impact of climate ahge in the American southwest. For
example, at a Steering Group meeting, a membeushsd his efforts to use Hugulkultur in
the Holladay Community Garden, ‘because we coulddieg into a 30-year drought’ — to
which another member responded, ‘more like a 30y@@® drought!’ (personal

communication, June 26, 2015). In these ways,rtezasts of TSL members and the
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environmental context of SLC have manifested imigue Transition Town, as it likely
could in other places. This is the first mannewhich the Transition model shows its
flexibility: local initiatives can focus on placelevant topics but still follow the ingredients.

The political contexbf SLC has also impacted TSL'’s adoption of the $itaom
model. SLC and Utah are predominately Republicdnghvhas made it difficult for the
group to follow the step of building bridges witle&ed officials (Brown, 2014; Hopkins,
2008). While the group has not attempted to reathalocal government, they did express
great enthusiasm for a candidate running ‘for clehen the fall 2014 election cycle. In
addition, a TSL member ran for State Representatitiee fall of 2014, though was
unsuccessful. Nonetheless, the group has nevearhalihks with elected government
officials. The political context of this place r&le a second way the Transition model is
flexible: some ingredients that would be diffictdtimplement in a particular local context,
or that would cause conflict, can be left aside.

Another unique factor of TSL is its relationshighvone of the hubs of
countercultural activity and political activism 8LC: The First Universalist Church, a
Unitarian Universalist church (‘UU Church’). Notgbthe UU Church is not a Christian
organisation but an interdenominational organisatievoted to environmental and social
justice that is overtly both politically liberal dmactive. Activists from a wide range of
organisations and causes are members of the UltiEhuhere formal and informal
networking, collaboration, and recruitment occureTUU Church also supports local groups,
including TSL, by providing space for events, megs, and tabling. Several members of
TSL have been recruited through common membershipe UU Church. The UU Church is
a very distinct feature of SLC and has significasttaped TSL in its origins (a book group at
the Church), in creating opportunities for netwagkand recruitment, and in providing a pre-

existing social network from which TSL can draw.
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In examining how the Transition model is adopteglace, what becomes evident is
that the Transition model is flexible. TSL empldkss flexibility by choosing the ingredients
that work best in the unique place that is SLCldaying aside those that do not work, and
by focusing on locally relevant topics, like fodthis reflects North and Longhurst’'s (2013)
comment that ‘the politics of Transition are plastnd generative, offering a range of
strategies to the participants’ (North and Longh813, p. 1434). Indeed, the steps and
ingredients towards Transition are a guide rathan & prescription, as Alloun and Alexander
(2014) point out. The Transition model is more @ick-and-choose system, but it is one that
provides enough guidance to help groups form andldp. Furthermore, from a theoretical
perspective, TSL'’s focus on reskilling and locabapted practices like Huglulkutur
demonstrates that transition initiatives must bayea®d not only as social movements but

also as grassroots innovations for sustainability.

5.3 Success and failure

The case study of TSL provides some insight ineodebate around what factors
contribute to the success and failure of grassiioavations for sustainability and
community action. While it is beyond the scopela$ research to respond to all strands of
this debate, this particular case study does aonfiany previous findings in this arena.

First, organizations like TSL that rely on volunteeften struggle to recruit new
members and sustain the participation of curremhbegs (Seyfang and Smith, 2007;
Hoffman and High-Pippert, 2010; Middlemiss and RB&r2010). This is certainly the case
with TSL, whose general membership has changedigeaer time, with only a few key
individuals remaining. It has also been an issuf participation in the Steering Group,
which requires a significant commitment in term$oth time and effort. While the Steering

Group has remained steady in terms of numberstower(about six), only two of these
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members have stayed with TSL for the entirety ®oeitistence. Recently, Steering Group
members have expressed burnout; they desire torhagéngs less frequently and to focus
on potlucks and work-parties instead of organiaugnts and reskillings as well. Part of this
is also due to many general TSL and Steering Gnoeimbers’ multiple memberships in
other environmental and political organisationsichltompete for their time and effort.
However, it should also be noted that this maynemiessarily translate to a decreased ability
to promote innovation in the community, as manthefother projects to which TSL
members devote their time are similar to or in lwith the goals and activities of the
Transition Movement.

In fact, multiple memberships have aided and imfagel the group in some ways.
TSL members’ multiple memberships demonstratettiegt think of different social
movement organisations as close or at least mytoathpatible, which aids in
interorganisational cooperation and flows of comioation (Diani, 2003). While some
scholars have categorised the Transition Movemeapalitical, TSL reveals influences from
and connections to political entities and otheiaacnovements. For example, several
members of TSL are very active in the local chapteZitizen’s Climate Lobby, which
advocates for a national carbon tax. These memipsralso act as an outlet for TSL
members who want to engage in more overt poliacéibn. Ties to other local organisations
show that the flow of information and ideas doesardve solely from the Transition
Network and official Transition materials but afsom a variety of local social movements.

Another issue that grassroots innovations commiadg and that TSL has exhibited
is a lack of diversity (Seyfang and Smith, 200#)isTmay in part be due to the demographic
spatial split of SLC; the valley is divided intcetleast side and the west side, with east and
west referring to which side of the 1-15 highwayedives on. The east side tends to be

mostly white, with a higher income and educatiatedinment than the west side, which is
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predominantly Hispanic and contains several refiagekimmigrant communities (Smith,
2013). The members of TSL live on the east sidh@ialley, which may be to blame in part
for their lack of diversity. Steering Group memblkeave expressed a desire to do more
outreach on the west side but are constrainedhutelil resources and by a proclivity to focus
on ‘doing’ rather than organising and administrgtiHowever, other scholars (e.g., Smith,
2011; Quilley, 2012) have suggested that the TtamsMovement is not diverse because it is
essentially a white, affluent movement. In facte @f the reasons for the lack of diversity in
this case is more practical and is related to asgéion and the propensity for executing
physical manifestations of Transition.

Diversity may also be thought of in terms of ideplpand in SLC it is impacted by a
unique quality: Utah’s religious context. The Sadke Valley’s first white settlers were
members of the Church of Jesus Christ of LatterStints (also known as “LDS,” or
“Mormons”) attempting to escape religious persemu{May, 1987). Established as a home
for the LDS faith, Salt Lake County remains a pradately Mormon city (51.41 percent
LDS), with the state as a whole retaining the larg®S membership of any other (62.64
percent LDS) (Canham, 2014). The cultural respohs®n-Mormons to the large presence
of Mormons in this area has arguably been the faomaf very strong alternative identities.
The countercultural scene in SLC is particularlyrant and active, and it has many
expressions and distinct communities (e.g., climace activists, local food enthusiasts,
the Burning Man community). For TSL, this has ré=aiin a situation in which they have
found it easier to reach out to like-minded induats within countercultural communities for
recruitment, collaboration on events, and the likeugh not with the intention of being
exclusive. Furthermore, the politically liberal aactive identity in this place has evidently
produced a fertile environment for social movemeassit has in others (Feola & Butt, 2015;

Feola & Nunes, 2014; North & Longhurst, 2013).
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Collaborations with other local groups have alstpéd TSL cope with a lack of
income. As other scholars have pointed out, grassiactivity often suffers from a lack of
financial resources (e.g., Middlemiss and Par26li0; Seyfang and Longhurst, 2013). This
is certainly the case with TSL, which has neverimadme. However, this was in part an
overt choice made by the Steering Group, who predieto operate this way as a protest
against capitalism. As a result, the group hasaipdroutside of the capitalist economy, but
nevertheless has been able to obtain resourcagytitbe exchange of home-grown food
with, or the outright giving of food to, local busisses, other nonprofits, the UU Church, and
individuals in return for their help (e.g., for mae, woodchips, plants, spack).general,
there is an attitude among activists that intenoiggtional goals are mutual. This is
exemplified by a member of Revolution United, wioorenented that, ‘we are all in the same
struggle, we don't have to wait for change to calown to us, we can make changes
ourselves’ (personal communication, August 18, 20@«erall, it is likely that networking
with other organisations has been so critical 8L That they likely would not exist without
it, which provides support for other findings abtut importance of networking for the
transition initiatives (Seyfang and Longhurst, 20Eéola and Nunes, 2014; Ornetzelder and
Rohracher, 2013).

At the same time, the vibrant social movement saei$.C produces some
challenges for TSLTSL is constantly competing with other groups fambers and their
engagement and commitment, a critical resourcedoial movements. Many other
organisations in SLC do similar work to TSL, buteof with more financial resources, longer
histories, professional staff, and a larger pres@m¢he community. This creates competition
in terms of both visibility and participation, am&L has tended to collaborate on events with
groups that have different orientations (e.g.,adastice). In fact, the founder of TSL had

read The Transition Handbook and attempted to azganSteering Group four or five years
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before TSL started but was unsuccessful not dtleettack of interest, but because everyone
he contacted was already so busy with activisntherogroups. Looking at TSL in the social
movement context of SLC indicates that there sderbge a trade-off between being in a
favorable environment and competition with othewpraents.

Conflict can also arise within the group itselftire case of Transitioijeological
disputes between strands of political versus apalithought and confrontation versus
collaboration have been identified as a potentiabjfem (Smith, 2011; Biddau et al., 2016).
This has arisen to some extent in the case of 8me members have a distaste for political
and confrontational action, preferring to embracecge positive outlook and focus on
innovation and the manifestation of alternativecpces, while others are more overtly
politically active. For the most part, this has otated outright conflict within the group, as
the more political members have been able to jtiercorganisations that pursue their
preferred modes of activism as well. However, #mult of these multiple memberships has
been a strain on the time and effort of memberschvim some cases has reduced or
eliminated participation. Moreover, in practicalnes, this indicates not that innovation and
traditional political action are incompatible, libat their types of work are distinct and
require significant commitments of time and effort.
backdrop of population density and the built enwment. The extent to which an urban
versus a rural context aids in the success ofitransnitiatives has been an object of some
debate (North & Longhurst, 2013; Feola and Nun@%42. In the case of TSL, the urban
context is in some ways beneficial because it gils, which is located in a politically and
religiously conservative area, access to more gramgl individuals who share similar ideas.
This supports the argument of North and Longh@81.8) that urban centres may be a more

powerful locus than the rural context because #ilyv access to a greater density of
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networks and resources. Nicholls (2007) has alscudsed the benefits of the urban context
for social movements, as they facilitate the fororadf strong relations through spatial
proximity and allow for weaker ties among more kElgconnected actors who share ideas
with the core group. This notion is exemplifiedDgve’s comments about his attempts to be
friendly to his next-door neighbors by giving théttuce and so on, but was met with
unresponsiveness. ‘It's better to find communityuenrd Salt Lake’, he concluded, then
admonished his neighbor for tearing out their lamty to put fresh sod in (personal
communication, June 3, 2014). Thus, it is likelgttthere are trade-offs between rural and
urban contexts and that these are also impactdaeaynique socio-cultural contexts of

different places.

6. Conclusion

This study built on and expanded existing knowledgine geographies of social
movements and grassroots innovations. Throughabe of the Transition Movement, it has
investigated three specific aspects of such gebggap(i) how and what this transition
initiative draws from geographically extensive amnsive relations, (ii) how it combines
place-specific elements and generalised modelsdddduiness), and (iii) what impacts this
has on the success of the transition initiativelistiand how these impacts (positive or
negative) are generated. These questions are he#tneof the phenomenon of translocally
networked concrete utopias and shed light on tpar@nt contradictions of: (i) adopting and
deploying generalised action models in locally dpecontexts and (i) being place-
dependent and path-dependent in relation to Idstddy, culture, and institutions while at
the same time being actively internationally netveak.

This study shows that looking at the Transition Eiment as both a social movement

and a grassroots innovation can provide partiagnkght. Integrating these two theoretical
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perspectives creates a better appreciation ofdahea of the Transition phenomenon and
consequently allows for a fuller explanation of thierrelationships between local transitions
and place and of the ways in which Transition Tows®s space and create spaces of action.
In relation to scale and flows of information, érmits a more nuanced understanding of the
influence Transition Towns may have on change at#ig places and in global terms
through translocal interconnections.

This paper has shown how place, space, and s@leapble in defining the nature,
dynamics, possibilities, and constraints of themsition initiative. The spatial relations of the
Transition Movement combine geographically exteasind intensive elements bridged by
the brokerage role of the Steering Group. In sagldat exploits spatial proximity to mobilize
high-grade resources and extensive networks torobtenplementary low-grade resources.
This study has shown that the Transition moddkislble: initiatives can choose the
ingredients that in work well in place, leave adidese that do not, and focus on locally
relevant topics, many of which are indeed grassrowtovations adapted to specific places.
The case of TSL reflects many of the common fadtdriiting the success of grassroots
innovations and social movements, including théatilty of sustaining participation, the
strain caused by lack of financial resourceseglidliversity, ideological disputes, and
competition with other groups. At the same timeyaeking with other grassroots
innovations and social movements has been criticath-the-ground mobilisation of
important high-grade resources. Furthermore, thprance of networking for TSL
reinforces the fact that grassroots innovationsravee likely to occur where there is a fertile
environment, a basin of activists ready to ‘do’pestment, and try new things. In
‘geographical’ terms, place identity and historyttea It seems that there is likely a trade-off
between being in a favourable environment (a pddiaady full of activists) and competition

with other movements.
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The interconnections between social movements eas$pots innovations in terms
of place open up several questions for future rebe@ more in-depth study of these
interconnections might explore the transfer of pcas or values in social movement spaces.
Besides competition, it is possible that the inniove are enhanced and advanced, perhaps
because they are transferred to other movementse=studies might explore the spaces
(geographical, social, and symbolic) of collabamatand competition and whether there is a
segmentation (geographical, or of expertise) betweevements. Although actors within
social movements may divide themselves into smaliganizations based on nuances in
opinion, there may be spaces to find common groesyecially within perspectives on
whether change should come about through the dwsystem or through advocating for

systemic change.
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