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SERIGO in a nutchell

European rural areas face societal, demographic, economic and environmental
challenges due to global transformations and crises. Uneven development affects
people's livelihoods and overall well-being, hitting individuals in vulnerable situations the
hardest.

SERIGO aims to enhance resilience, social inclusion, and well-being of vulnerable groups
in European rural areas through socially innovative solutions initiated by or involving
actors from the social economy. The project is:

e Conducting community-based participatory research through case studies from
across Europe and pilots testing in five EU Member States.

e Fostering debates and collaboration on the topic among diverse stakeholders in
Europe.

e Providing policymakers with recommendations for policy development around
social inclusion in rural areas.

With a focused approach to addressing the challenges faced by rural communities,
SERIGO is committed to harnessing the capabilities of social economy actors to drive
inclusive development initiatives and support vulnerable groups in rural areas.

For more information, visit www.serigo_project.eu or follow the project on Twitter or
Linkedin.


http://www.serigo_project.eu/
https://twitter.com/SERIGO_Project
https://www.linkedin.com/company/serigo-project
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Summary

This working document aims fo map and assess existing S| and SSE solutions / initiatives in Europe
and to understand their role, potential, and effectiveness in engaging with vulnerabilities in rural
areas.

This is a sfocktaking exercise. The inventory serves to provide background information on the types
of SI and SSE initiatives that exist in different rural areas in Europe, Ireland, and Turkey, and the
mechanisms through which they are engaged in addressing rural vulnerabilities.

This document builds and analyses a selective and representative inventory of SI and SSE initiatives.
The inventory is compiled using inputs from diverse sources such as different international good
practices databases (such as the Social Economy Europe), international project databases (such
as SIMRA, SHERPA, and Grass Ceiling etc.) as well as national and local projects. Data was also
collected through an online questionnaire shared with the SERIGO task partners. After the
compilation of the document, the data is analysed and the results are summarised in this
document. This inventory (WD 2.2) is one of the outcomes of the SERIGO project. The analysis and
results would conftribute to the preparation of fieldwork and case studies (WP 3-4).

This is a working document, which means that during the entire project the outcomes of inifial
analysis will be subjected to validation based on the data gathered from fieldwork and case
studies, and interactions with stakeholders (WP 3-4). The databases as well as the analysis will be
updated based on these inpufs and confribute fo the project deliverable D2.3, that would be
available for public dissemination.
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1. Introduction

People living in rural areas face a series of unique challenges due to social, economic,
environmental, technological and territorial asymmetries and injustices (European Commission,
2021). To alleviate rural vulnerabilities, Social Innovation (SI) and Social Solidarity Economy (SSE)
have recently gained a lot of attention from European policy actors (EAPN, 2016; OECD, 2021;
European Commission, 2021; OECD, 2023). Both concepts emerge under the paradigms of new
models of development and alternatives to globalizations, which aim fo prioritize community well-
being over economic expansion (Neamtfan, 2002; European Commission 2021).

SERIGO aims to develop evidence-based theoretical and practical knowledge that can inform
debates, recommendations, and policy advice on building inclusive, just, and resilient rural
communifies. This document (WD 2.2.) confributes to SERIGO’s aim by developing an inventory of
existing Sl and SSE inifiatives that claim to engage with one or more of these goals.

1.1. Aim and scope

In order to support SERIGO's aim for developing evidence based theoretical and practical
knowledge for inclusion and resilience in rural communities, this working document serves two
purposes

a) It creates arepresentative inventory of existing SI and SSE examples that engage with
and address different kinds of rural vulnerabilities. The inventory acts as a reference
point for understanding the diversity and infersectionality of rural vulnerabilities as well
as the range of exisiting Sl and SSE initiatives in rural areas of Europe, Turkey and Ireland.

b) It provides an analysis of the existing SI and SSE initiafives in European rural areas in
terms of their focus on the different kinds of challenges and vulnerabilities, approaches
and mechanisms to address such vulnerabilities, and scale, region, and sector (such
as agriculture, fourism etc) of engagement. The working document enables fluidity in
interpretation and analysis of different aspects of S| and SSE through validation by data
collection and stakeholder engagement. Thus, the document serves as a connecting
link between the theoretical (WP1) and practical aspects (WP 3-4) of the Project.

There are several databases that already exist on SI (for example the SIMRA'! database). This
inventory as well as the WD orient SI and SSE initiatives in relation to how they understand and
engage with rural vulnerabilities. In this regard, the WD provides a specific understanding of Sl and
SSE that is specific to SERIGO’s aim.

1.2. Structure

To engage with the above-mentioned (1.1) purposes this WD is organized as follows — the next
section discusses the methodology which is subdivided in three sections 1) defining rural
vulnerabilities, SI and SSE 2) background information about creating the inventory, 3) short

1 SIMRA (Social Innovations in Marginal and Rural Areas) is a European Union funded project. For more details
see http://www.simra-h2020.eu/



@ Mapping and assessing Sl and SSE solutions in Europe

serigo

information on analysis and reporting the data. Section methodology is followed by analysis section
which reports the results as well as analyses them as per grounded theory approach. The analysis
section is subdivided in to discussion on 1) type of vulnerabilities, 2) types of interventions. The final
section of this WD provides the conclusion of the analysis, limitations, and fews possible ways of
using this WD in conjuction with different work packages in this project.
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2. Methodology

This WD follows an inductive, grounded theory approach for collecting, organizing, and analysing
the data (Gioia et al. 2012; Magnani and Gioia 2023). Grounded theory is “designed to bring
qualitative rigor to the conduct and presentation of inductive data” by building a coherent data
structure based on multiple rounds or coding qualitative data and layers of theory building (Gioia
et al. 2012: 15). Before going info the details of building an inventory to understand how different
Sl and SSE initiatives understand and engage with rural vulnerabilities it is important define (for the
purpose of this WD) what rural vulnerabilities, SI and SSE mean.

2.1. Defining rural vulnerabilities, SI, and SSE

Since these fasks are simultaneously carried out at length in WP 1 and task 2.1, for the current
purpose working definitions of SI, SSE, and rural vulnerabilities were developed by reading the
project proposal document, Social Economy Europe, Interreg Europe, and previous EU projects
(such as SIMRA). Based on the reading of these key documents we have arrived at working
definitions of key categories that are crucial for buiding the inventory.

Rural Vulnerability

Rural vulnerability refers to the susceptibility of individuals, groups, or communities o experiencing
adverse impacts from various stressors (such as natural disasters, economic downturns, or societal
inequalities) as a consequence of entanglements of their lives and livelihoods with rural areas. It
encompasses factors such as poverty, lack of access to resources, discrimination, marginalization,
and limited social support networks, which increase the likelihood of negative outcomes and
hinder resilience in the face of challenges.

SI and SSE have recently gained attention in addressing rural vulnerabilities. Although both
concepts are closely related to each other in the sense that SSE commonly include some sort of Si
(Miller, 2010; OECD, 2021), however they are not the same.

Social Innovation (SI)

SI generally refer to the development and implementation of new ideas, strategies, or initiatives
that address social needs and challenges in a novel and effective way (Krlev,et al., 2021).
Sometimes, S| also reconfigures social practices in novel ways to address societal challenges and
create social well being (Polman et al. 2017). The reconfiguration of social practices ranges from
involving new actors in collective decision-making processes to sharing of social and technical
skills. A main feature of Sl is that it is both socially implemented and socially targeted (Neamtan,
2002; BEPA, 2010). SI have been noted to have the potential to address a wide range of rural
vulnerabilities such and environmental degradation, gender injustice, loss of livelihoods, aging
population, land abandonment and rural deskiling etc. (BEPA, 2010; Krlev,et al., 2021, Ravazzoli,
2021).

Social Solidarity Economy (SSE)

SSE is loosely defined as a economic system marked by cooperative and collective models of
organization, emphasizing solidarity, mutual support, and societal responsibility (Neamtan, 2002).
SSE endeavors to tackle social and environmental issues while prioritizing the welfare of individuals
and communities over solely pursuing profit (European Commission, 2021). SSE examples in Europe
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have been prominent in sectors where there are market or/and state failure, nevertheless in recent
fimes there is interest in state institutional support of SSE (Krlev,et al., 2021).

2.2. Characterising rural vulnerabilities and ways of mitigation

Along with developing working definitions of the above three key categories, this subtask focused
on creating sub categories for the inventory based on the main objectives of the project. The sub-
categories are based on the description of vulnerabilities and ways of mitigating them discussed
in the project proposal and the conceptual framework (D2.1). include the types of rural
vulnerabilities, kinds of initiafives that address specific vulnerabilities, region, sector and scale of
implementation of SI/SSE solutions, sources of information, and type of partnerships between
different actors in relation to designing and implementing SI/SSE solutions etc.

2.2.1. Credting a selective and representative inventory

This subtask involves gathering and listing information on different categories of rural vulnerabilities,
Sland SSE initiatives based on online databases and project webpages. While many European and
national level databases on SI/SSE in marginal and rural areas exist, there is no specific database
that enages with aspects of vulnerabilities and resilience. As a result, this inventory was developed
with a focus on the questions of vulnerability, capability, and rural resilience as per the project aims.
The purpose of creating a selective and representative inventory (rather than an exhaustive one)
is to showcase and highlight the diversity of approaches, initiatives, vulnerabilities, solutions, actors,
partnerships, funding sources, regions, and timelines.

Levels of Data collection

The creating of a representative and selective inventory involved multiple rounds of data
collection. In the first round the task leading tfeam conducted desk research and online databases
search using key databases that included -1) EU level policy, best practices and organization
networks databases (example RIPESS Europe, OECD, Interreg), 2) European research project
databases (Example SIMRA, GrassCeling, Rustic), 3) standalone european, national and regional
inifiatives webpages. The criteria for selection of inifiatives involved a) SI and/or SSI initiatives
targeted aft rural vulnerabilities, b) avoiding repetition in terms of solutions offered, and c) listing
minimum 2-3 initiatives from all counfries in Europe, Ireland and Turkey. This initial round of
databases and web-based search resulted in an inventory with a total of 147 initiatives.

Table 2.1: Examples of Key databases searched for round one of data collection for the inventory

EU databases EU funded project databases
Access to Land Social Innovation in Mountaineous and Rural
https://www.accesstoland.eu/ Areas (SIMRA)

http://www.simra-h2020.eu/
Social Innovation Atlas

https://www.socialinnovationatlas.net/map/ Gender Equality in Rural and Agricultural

Innovation Systems (Grass Ceiling)

European Network for Rural Development https:/ /www.grassceiling.eu/

https://ec.europa.eu/enrd/leader-

clid_en.html 3 . . X

Rural Sustainability through Intigration of
European Creative Hubs Network Knowledge  through Improved Policy
https://creativehubs.net/network.php Processes (Rustic)

https://rustik-he.eu/



https://www.accesstoland.eu/
https://www.socialinnovationatlas.net/map/
https://ec.europa.eu/enrd/leader-clld_en.html
https://ec.europa.eu/enrd/leader-clld_en.html
https://creativehubs.net/network.php
http://www.simra-h2020.eu/
https://www.grassceiling.eu/
https://rustik-he.eu/
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European Network for Social Integration Inter-regional Cooperation in Europe (Interreg
Entreprises (ENSIE) EU)
https://www.ensie.org/projects/socialtechdeu | hitps://www.interregeurope.eu/#

For the second round, a questionnaire (see Annex 1) was sent to all the partners of the project to
gather data on country specific, regional, and local SI/SSE initiatives engaging with rural
vulnerabilities. After consultation with the work package leaders, it was decided that SERIGO case
studies and pilots should be included in the inventory to understand how they associate with
different kinds of rural vulnerabilities already being discussed and addressed through SI/SSE
initiatives. The questionnaire was developed based on the subcategories developed in sub-task
2.1. We followed an inductive, grounded theory approach in registering data in the inventory. This
means that the inventory had actors’ (first level of descriptions about vulnerabilities and ways of
engaging with them) as well as analysts’ (second level of descriptions based on conceptual
understanding led assessment and abstraction of first level of descriptions) categories. For
example, the heading ‘description of vulnerabilities’ registers direct quotes about rural challenges
as described by respective projects; whereas the category ‘type of vulnerability’ registers
abstraction and characterization from an analyst’s position. Taking a grounded theory and
inductive approach in registering the data enables an understanding about how vulnerabilities
and ways of addressing them are understood by the organizers of infiatives and how they relate to
the overall theoretical understanding of rural vulnerabilities and SI/SSE ways of addressing them.
Broadly, questions were organised around

a) Details about rural vulnerabilities: in this sub-category we organised data on description of
rural vulnerabilities (as per the website), type of rural vulnerabilities.

b) Details about SI/SSE initiatives mitigating challenged created by rural vulnerabilities: in this
sub-category we organised data on description of mechanisms to address vulnerabilities
(as menfioned on the website), type of mechanism (SI/SSE), sector that the SI/SSE engage
with etfc.

c) Contextual details about the initiatives: this sub-category of questions registerd details on
the type of initiative, organizational affiliation, scale and timeline of operation, type of
collaborations etfc.

All partners were requested to share minimum 2-3 inifiatives from the country in which they are
basing their case studies. This round resulted in the collection of data on 42 SI/SSE initiatives.

At the end of round 2, the inventory consisted on a total of 189 initiatives. Of the 189, 9 were
excluded due to repetition.

2.2. Analysing the data and reporting of results

The inifial findings generated by analysing the inventory would be summarised in the WD 2.2. Since
itis a working document, these initial findings will be updated after engaging with case study results
that may produce new insights on the role of SI and SSE in engaging with rural vulnerabilities. The
next section presents the analysis of inifial findings.


https://www.ensie.org/projects/socialtech4eu
https://www.interregeurope.eu/
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Figure 2.1: Schematic representation of steps in data collection, inventory building, and
analysis
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3. Analysis

Based on the project objectives and aims, we inifially set out to collect data under the following 10
categories a) Name of the organization, b) name of the initiative, c) type of the initiative (SI/SSE),
d) description of vulnerabilities, e) description of SI/SSE mechanism of addressing vulnerabilities f)
country, g) timeline (ongoing or finished project, start and end vyear), h) level
(national/regional/local), i) type of partnership (cooperative, public-private, government funded),
j) website link. Among all categories, it was very difficult fo gather information about the fimeline
as well as the kind of partnership and funding. As a result, an in-depth analysis of these aspects was
not possible. From the available data a broad overview of institutional arrangement could be
discerned. Figure 3.1 below show the different kinds of insfitutional arrangements that different
initiatives are set in.

Figure 3.1: Institutional types of SI/SSE initiatives within the inventory

Instltutmn t‘y'pes

n Cooperatives m Peasant organizations = Foundations
Private firms m Goverments m Local action groups
n Mo information m NGO m Social Enterprise

In total 180 inifiatives were analysed. The number from each counfry varies based on a
combination of factors that include number of diverse initiatives and total number of inputs
provided by the partners from respective case study countries. Figure below shows the distribution
of initiatives in per country.
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Figure 3.2: Counirywise distribution of initiatives
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In terms of spatfial orientation and scale the inventory consists of 134 national initiatives and 46
regional initiatives.

Following a grounded theory approach (Gioia et al. 2012), the inventory presents a descriptfion of
rural vulnerabilities as understood by the developers of the SI/SSE initiatives (actor’s category/first
order codes) as well as our understanding (analysts’ category/second order codes). The second
order codes aim to create a relatively generalizable understanding of the type rural vulnerabilities
understood and addressed, as well as the types of initiatives that are targeted to mitigate rural
challenges. The second order codes are further clubbed together in aggregate theoretical
dimensions derived from the analysts’ reading of the second order codes in relation to other
sources of existing knowledge about the research question (secondary literature, conceptual
framework). For example, the aggregate theorefical dimension of “rural revilatalization” brings
together different initiatives that focussed on rural revitalization through agro-ecological programs
(such as building connections between producers and consmers, training and mentoring for
agroecology etc) and cultural re-invigoration (such as reviving traditional methods and practices,
conserving traditional knowledge, building intergenerational linkages efc). The Figure below
presents a schematic representation of organizing data in codes and categories.

Figure 3.3: Example of grounded theory analysis based on Gioia et al. (2012)

— o
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The analysis of the second order codes for the columns “types of vulnerabilities” and "“types of
interventions” resulted in the following findings.

3.1. Types of vulnerabilities

The initial correlation of actors’ description (first order codes) and analysts’ categorization (second
order codes) resulted in a total of 26 categories. Figure below presents a graphical view of these
categories.

Figure 3.4: Types of rural vulnerabilities
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Further analysis of the second order codes resulted in 3 aggrregate theoretical dimensions that
underpin rural vulnerabilities

1) The exploits of neo-liberal agri-food value chain - Historically, agriculture and agri-food allied
vocations (leather, handlooms, handicrafts, tools) had been main livelihood options in rural areas.
The modernization, industrialization, and the subsequent neo-liberalization of agriculture has
resulted in a creation of multiple challenges in the rural areas. These challenges include volatility of
agricultural prices due to monocultures, monopolization, and global commodification chains. The
challenges related to agri-food systems also include loss of rural jobs, decrease in productivity,
increased input costs, resource exploitation in the countryside, loss of biodiversity and unhealthy
diets and lifestyles.

14
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2) The loss of rural identity and dignity - The narrative of modernization and the material impacts of
industrialization and neoliberalization has produced rural spaces and rurality as ‘residual’ sites
represented by abandonment, disconnect, and migration. These designations of the rural are
manifested as lack of dignity in rural identity, disconnect of people with nature, disconnect of
producers with consumers, loss of community life, and loss of artisanal skills and crafts.

3) Lack of infrastructure, opportunities, and care networks — The discursive and material impacts of
modernization, industrialization and neoliberalization manifested as the re-production of the rural
as abandoned and deficient further exacerbates disparities by reducing economic integration
leading to lack of infrastructure and opportunities for vulnerable groups such as elederly, disabled,
women, and children.

3.2. Types of interventions

Based on the analysis of first order codes, a total of 29 types of interventions (second order codes)
were registered. Figure below shows a graphical representation of these 29 types of interventions.

Figure 3.5: Types of interventions in order to engage with different vulnerabilities
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Based on reading of these 29 codes with the existing literature on SI and SSE interventions in rural
areas, 3 aggregate theoretical dimensions under which interventions could be classified, were
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identified. These include 1) rural revitalization, 2) creating enabling infrastructures and care
networks 3) ensuring inclusion and dignity in rural life.

1) Rural revitalization

1.

Rural revitalization is a mechanism through which rural areas are reimagined beyond the

popular discourse that resignated them as ‘non-productive’, ‘residual’, and ‘decaying’

(Pandey et. al. 2024). SI/SSE initiatives are broadly targeted aft rural revitalization in three

main ways

a) Agro-ecology led rural revitalization — The main aspects of agro-ecology led rural
revitalization include a focus on building capacities and capabilities in knowledge and
skills related to agro-ecology. Initiatives in this category include knowledge sharing on
agroecology, farmers'schools, handholding for new and young farmers, forming
collectives of growers/producers, sharing seeds and nutrients, building connection
between producers and consumers, raising awareness about natural/organic food
systems, education of school children and youth on biodiversity and agro-ecology efc.
A few initiatives under this domain also focus on advocacy and governance
frameworks for agroecology led farming.

b) Cultural reinvigoration led rural revitalization — The main aspects of cultural re-
invigoration entail reviving and conserving heritage, fraditional knowledges and
practices. Digital documentation, digital fagging and oral history projects are some of
the tools for enabling cultural reinvigoration. Intergenerational ecovillages are other
sites where cultural reinvigoration led rural revitalization is envisioned and
implemented.

c) New economic arrangements led rural revitalization - New economic arrangements
include finding innovative ways of organizing socio-economic relations that subvert
the dominant market (capitalist) ideologies. Examples in this category include special
arrangements to keep commons land outside market speculation, finding ways to
make land available for arfistic, agro-ecological, and convivial pursuits. New
economic arrangements also include fraining marginal and vulnerable groups as
skiled small scale entreprenuers that participate in social justice led economic
infegration (by promoting responsible rural businesses).

Creating enabling infrastructures and care networks

The data shows that diverse kinds of activities and SI/SSE initiatives are engaged in creating
enabling infrastructures and care networks. Broadly these can be classified in to initiatives
that are focused on building infrastructures such as digital platforms (such as online
marketplace), technological systems (such as water conservation systems, seed
improvement, pavements), and information systems (shared registry of skilled workers,
carers), and inifiatives that are focused on ensuring that vulnerable communities such as
elderly, disabled people and children have access enabling infrasfructures.

Ensuring inculsion and dignity in rural life

Broadly these can be classified into infitiatives that are targeted at ensuring a) access (to
food, land, quality housing, energy, digital infrastructure, fraining and mentoring, and
education) b) empowerment of vulnerable groups through building support networks,
policy advocacy and inclusive governance frameworks.
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4. Conclusions

The aim of this WD was to build a representative inventory of the existing SI/SSE initiatives that
engage with rural vulnerability in Europe, Turkey, and Ireland. The WD also aimed to analyse these
initiatives in terms of how SI/SSE initiatives understood rural vulnerabilities, vulnerable groups, the
scale of their operations and the types of interventions they focus on to engage with rural
vulnerabilities.

Following an inductive, grounded theory approach, this WD collected and analysed 180 initiatives
in total. The analysis of the data suggests that a lot of rural vulnerabilities have resulted from
discursive and material practices (going on for cenfuries in the form of modernization,
industrialization, and neo-liberalization) leading to neglect, exploitation and destruction of rural
resources, livelihoods, and ways of living.

Consequently, the vulnerabilities of rural setting are further exacerbated by loss of respect and
dignity in rural life and livelihoods eventually leading to migratfion, abandonment, and lack of
investment in rural infrastrucutres.

SI/SSE initiatives often aim at engaging with these vulnerabilities by enabling rural revitalization by
agro-ecology and cultural re-invigoration led rural revitalization, along with develoing inclusive
infrastructures and social justice led alternative economic integration.

The analysis of data also suggested that a majority of SI/SSE initiatives continue to focus on agri-
food systems and allied livelihoods (handicrafts, rural agricultural tourism) that sfill form the mainstay
of rural way of living.
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Annex 1

Form A: Questions for detailed information about SI/SSE initiatives

1.

1.

12.

2

Name of the organization (for example name of the organization that is key actor in
executing an initiative, Civil Society Group. If there is no organization, please write — name
of key actors’collectives. Examples could be Asociacion Grupo de Desarrollo Rural de la
Sierra de las Nieves, Kulturland eG etc)

Name of the initiative (an organization may have many initiatives that may address rural
vulnerabilities. Examples could be Virtual marketplace, Communal farms, food festivals
etc).

What are the vulnerabilities? (What are the challenges listed in specific rural regions by the
organizations/initiatives, list  these as mentioned on the website of these
organizations/initiatives. Examples could be rural abandonment, agricultural deskilling,
aging population, gender disparities etc).

Name of the sector (Examples such as tourism, rural development, agriculture, labor,
housing, land management etc).

Type of the initiative (Social Innovation/Social Solidarity Economy, Both. Your
understanding based on definition in Appendix 2).

How are the vulnerabilities addressed? (What are the mechanisms adopted by these
initiatives to reduce/mitigate certain challenges. Examples could be tfechnical education,
gender sensitization programs, intergenerational communication building efc).

Name of the country in which the initiative is operationalised.

Timeline -

When did the project start?

Is it completed or ongoing?

Level of operationalization (National/Regional/Municipal) 2

. What kind of network/partnership enables this initiative (Here we are looking at the

relationship between people who have enabled an initiative. For example partnership
between university and civil society groups and/or industry and local government etfc).

Sources (Website links, webpages, personal conversation etc).

Other miscellaneous information

2 70 be filled by conftributing partners of task 2.2.
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