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External influences on niches
(via expectations and networks)
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Niche- " Experiments: Learning processes take place on multiple dimensions (co-construction)

Innovations Small NETWORKS of actors support novelties on the basis of expectations and visions.

Greater involvement of
all stakeholders as a
collegiate group

Figure: Based on Geels and Schot (2007)

Sustainability Experts Politicians
Regime is threatened from

Multi-layered and involve multi- landscape and niche level and

actors in nested hierarchical misalignment amongst regime

order (Kemp, 1994; Kemp et al., actors (Geels 2005a)

1998; Geels, 2004);

More structured and
associated sustainable
practices are needed
from all stakeholders
(Loorbach and

Rotmans, 2006).

Conclusion

] Need for a stakeholder
engagement conceptual model
Use system dynamics approach;
Facilitate learning process;
Increase responsiveness
Govern stakeholder activities

o >

Bottom up approach
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