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ABSTRACT
A strong Small and Medium Enterprises (SMEs) sector is said to underpin a competitive advantage of
the Australian regions that are struggling to grow the economy, distribute the growth fairly, and in the
process not degrade the environment. The concept of Regional Innovation Systems that draws on
industrial cluster theory has gained currency as an umbrella framework for enabling the SMEs sector.
However, there are significant gaps between research and innovation of such ‘one-size-fits-all’
approach. This paper responds to this gap and proposes a Living Laboratory – an open multidisciplinary and multi-stakeholder action research platform where innovations can be co-created,
tested, and evaluated in the every-day environment of SME – as a way to strengthen the SMEs sector
in regional Australia.
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A Living Laboratory Proposition for Revitalising Regional Australia

Australian regions are grappling with economic, environmental and social challenges associated with
the ‘two-speed’ economy. According to the recent State of the Regions Report, 67 regions in the
country are no longer converging towards equality in terms of income, labour utilisation rates and
economic prosperity, but are rapidly diverging (Australian Local Government Association 2011).
There is a need for concerted efforts from government agencies, business and community stakeholders
to deliver a quality of life and opportunity to regions (defined here as non-capital cities) that is at
parity with that experienced in the nation’s capital cities. It is often argued that the small and medium
enterprises [SMEs] sector plays a critical role in maintaining socio-economic as well as environmental
well-being (Asheim, Smith & Oughton 2011; Murta, Gero, Kuruppu, & Mukheibir 2012). SMEs
generally operate in challenging circumstances with limited access to investment capital and with
uncertain availability of essential resources such as human and social capital. These challenges are
heightened in regional areas. In this regard, the concept of Regional Innovation Systems (RIS) that
draws on industrial cluster theory has gained currency as an umbrella framework for enabling
advancement of the SMEs sector. RIS explicitly recognises complex interdependencies and
interactions between various stakeholders in the region present during the innovation process
(Doloreux 2002). The concept has found its way into policy discussions in Australia at a time where a
need to capitalise on regional competitive advantage has been increasingly recognised (Department of
Innovation, Industry, Science and Research 2011a). However, there are significant gaps in the RIS
research, particularly in terms of the value of such a ‘one-size-fits-all’ approach to innovation that
does not necessarily accommodate contextual variables that affect SMEs (Rice 2011).

This paper responds to this gap and proposes a Living Laboratory (Living-Lab) as a method for
strengthening the SMEs sector in regional Australia. A Living-Lab is an open multi-disciplinary and
multi-stakeholder action research platform where information and communications technologies (ICT)
mediated innovations can be co-created, tested, and evaluated in the every-day environment of SMEs.
The paper begins with a brief overview of the SMEs sector in Australia. Following this, the concept of
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regional innovation system and its theoretical underpinnings are outlined. The rationale for using a
Living-Lab as an action research method to foster SMEs driven regional innovation is discussed next.
The paper ends with a contention that the potential of Living-Lab to enable the SMEs sector in
regional Australia is too significant to ignore for regional revitalisation.

SMALL AND MEDIUM ENTERPRISES (SMES) SECTOR IN AUSTRALIA
Once considered to be vestiges of the traditional sector to be overwhelmed by the processes of
modernisation (Humphrey & Schmitz 1996), SMEs have become one of the main targets of policies
aimed at creating growth and employment around the world (Organisation for Economic Cooperation
and Development 2012). There is no universally agreed definition of SMEs and the nature of SMEs
varies from family enterprises, i.e. owned within the family to lifestyle businesses i.e. independent with
little aspiration to grow into large enterprise. The Australian Bureau of Statistics (2002) categorises

enterprises that employ 5 or more people, but less than 20 people as a ‘small’ and those that employ 20
or more people, but less than 200 people as ‘medium’. Based on this premise, businesses that employ
between 5 and 199 people are considered to be SMEs for the purpose of this paper.

FIGURE 1 HERE

SMEs have become an integral part of the economic, environmental and social fabric in Australia.
There are over two million SMEs across twenty different industrial sectors (Figure 1) ranging from
accommodation and food services to wholesale trade (Australian Bureau of Statistics 2012). In terms
of aggregate numbers, SMEs amount to 99.7% of actively trading businesses in the country which
provided employment for 70.5% of the of total private sector employment in 2009–10 or nearly 4.8
million people (Department of Innovation, Industry, Science and Research 2011a).

Nearly one-third (32.4%) of SMEs in the country operate in the regional areas (Department of
Innovation, Industry, Science and Research 2011a). These enterprises are the major sources of
prosperity and employment opportunities forming the backbone of regional sustainable development
-1-
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(Department of Transport and Regional Services 2003). Although, thriving SMEs sector is significant
for the broader regional sustainable development aspirations of the country, the recent indicators
suggest that the growth-engine might have stalled, a fact masked by rising terms of trade (Agarwal &
Green 2011 p. 79; Cutler 2008 p. 49). For example, court liquidations of SMEs rose by 7.7% and
voluntary liquidations were up by 10.1% in 2011 fiscal year when compared to 2010 (KordaMentha
2011). In addition to the pressures relating to management of cash flow (CPA Australia 2012), SMEs
are also not harnessing the relationships with various stakeholders (Spence, Schmidpeter & Habisch
2003). Because of having greater access to research and development resources, large enterprises are
more likely to generate innovation than SMEs in Australia (Roos, Fernstrom & Gupta 2005).
Overcoming these deficiencies and remaining competitive necessitates SMEs to improve innovative
capacity by exploiting the potential of ICT in order to foster collaboration and networking with their
stakeholders (Chung & Tibben 2006; Wiesner, McDonald & Banham 2007; Australian
Communication and Media Authority 2008). It is in this context that the concept of regional
innovation systems is discussed as a way forward to improve operating environment for SMEs.

REGIONAL INNOVATION SYSTEMS (RIS)
Innovation comprises two parts, a) generation of an idea or invention, and b) the conversion of that
invention into useful applications, argues Roberts (2007), who equates innovation with the harnessing
of a discovery: Innovation = Invention + Exploitation (p. 36). A key to the innovative process is the
operating platform that optimises collaboration and networking opportunities (Bougrain & Haudeville
2002; Sawang & Matthews 2010) amongst public, private and third sector organisations. The
Australian Department of Innovation, Industry, Science and Research (2011) depicts an innovation
system is about people, the knowledge, technology, infrastructure and cultures they have created or
learned, who they work with, and what new ideas they are experimenting with (p. 11). Although the
concept of innovation systems is relatively new in the policy arena, there is evidence of increasing
interest in innovation systems in Australia.

-2-
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The Department of Industry, Innovation, Science, and Research (2009) published a white paper called
Powering Ideas: An Innovation Agenda for the 21st Century. This document was primarily focused on
measures to renew and expand Australia’s publicly-funded research and innovation capabilities in
order to yield higher returns. The first volume of a series of the reports titled Australian Innovation
System Report 2010 published by the Department of Industry, Innovation, Science, and Research
(2011) acknowledged that Australia was consistently underperforming on most measures of
collaboration and networking. The report identified that a large proportion of Australian businesses i.e.
84% had no collaborative arrangements in 2006-07. The second volume of the series Australian
Innovation System Report 2011 (Department of Industry, Innovation, Science, and Research 2011b)
compared Australia’s investment in intangible innovation capacity e.g. skills development, design and
organisational improvements with that of Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development
[OECD] countries. The report revealed that Australia is more likely to adopt existing technology
embodied in tangible machinery and equipment, than to invest in our own intangible capabilities that
foster innovations.

Given the reliance of Australian economy on the SMEs sector and inequality amongst 67 regions in
terms of socioeconomic progress (Australian Local Government Association 2011), the innovation
related documents discussed above point to the fact that the focus of enterprises on intangible
capabilities i.e. collaboration and networking at the regional scale is more likely to make the
innovation work for the regions. Rice (2011) asserts that innovation is created by entrepreneurs and
firms creating new knowledge, and combining existing knowledge in new ways. It is sustained by two
main drivers: one driver is contextual and external to the firm; the other is embodied in the firm and its
operational and knowledge system (p. 20). Cooke (2001) and Doloreux (2002) consider regional
innovation system (RIS) as open social systems suggesting that innovations are often the outcomes of
intangible relationships amongst various stakeholders or ‘communities of practice’ (Wenger 2002).
While RIS draws from the grounds of economic geography, industrial clusters, industrial districts,
innovative milieux, and national innovation systems (Asheim, Smith & Oughton 2011), the theoretical
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underpinnings of industrial cluster has gained currency as an umbrella framework for enabling the
SMEs sector (Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development 2011).

Clusters are defined not just by their elements – the business and workers that comprise them – but by
the connections among the enterprises that form them (Rosenfield 1997). Inspired by the SMEs
cluster-oriented economic growth of the regions e.g. Third Italy (Asheim 2000) and Silicon Valley
(Fountain 1998), countries around the world have been seeking to duplicate cluster success despite a
certain level of cluster fatigue in academic and policy arenas (Martin & Sunley 2003). Motoyama
(2008) argued that collaborative as well as competitive natures of SMEs clusters foster regional
growth by, a) increasing the productivity, b) driving the direction and pace of innovation, and c)
stimulating the formation of new enterprises. This is consistent with Porter (1998) who highlighted the
role of intangible asset e.g. building and maintaining relationships within SMEs and between SMEs as
necessary ingredient of innovative and successful of SMEs.
Exploring mechanisms through which SMEs clusters and relevant stakeholders exchange information,
innovation, and capital flows can reveal ways for policy-makers to remove bottlenecks and improve
flows within RIS. Brown et al. (2005) explored some of the fundamental features of industries that
have successfully “turbocharged” mutual benefits through networking activities and conceptualised
them on a spectrum of engagement from coordination through cooperation to collaboration. While
economic geographers (Martin & Sunley 2003; Smith 2012) have limited their research into industry
clusters to like and related businesses co-locating in geographic proximity to each other, Brown et al.
(2010) take a broader approach and developed a “resource based view” of industry clusters in regional
areas. These clusters tend to become a part of an interdependent network in order to influence the flow
of resources in their favour.

Regions provide the building blocks for national economic performance hence a regional approach to
innovation can deliver national benefit. Planning for regional areas thus needs to foster innovation
capabilities, increase entrepreneurial acuity and enhance the capacity for sustainable growth. However,
as the challenges and capacities for each region are different, there is a need for contextually relevant
-4-
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approaches. This challenge presents a critical and complex undertaking for regional communities,
industry and government. It is therefore important for policy-makers and planners of RIS to
sufficiently recognise the variety in innovation potential within and between regions and do not
prescribe ‘one-size-fits-all’ approach (Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development
2011). Nonetheless, there are significant gaps between research and innovation in Australia in this
regard. This paper responds to this gap and proposes a Living-Lab as a way to strengthen the SMEs
sector in regional Australia.

LIVING LABORATORY (Living-Lab)
Regional economic districts, clusters or networks provide distinct innovation advantage in the era of
globalisation and integration. As the innovation process involves the generation or adoption, and
application or adaptation of new products, processes or systems by organisations, it follows that the
capacity of SMEs to derive benefits from innovation will be affected by the factors impacting upon
these innovation processes. Nurturing higher levels of social capital e.g. collaboration and networking,
trust-based culture, and knowledge-sharing ultimately results in innovation and success of SMEs
(Zeleny 2001). However, the increasing ubiquity of information and communication technologies
(ICT) in the business environment means that SMEs clusters are no longer confined by place (Porter
2000), and instead are increasingly becoming virtual (Malakauskite & Navickas 2009). While ICT
enabled innovation has the potential to enhance competitive edge by networking enterprises, the
dynamics of this process are complex, involving the effective integration of stakeholders,
organisational processes and extensive planning (Roberts 2007). In this context, the authors propose a
Living-Lab as an action research method to understand and explore the way ICT enables the
capabilities of SMEs to increase socioeconomic contributions and decrease environmental externalities
by: facilitating the communication between buyers and sellers in a regional or global marketplace;
fostering social capital with the relevant stakeholders; and encouraging rapid diffusion of ideas and
knowledge necessary for innovation for regional sustainable development.

-5-
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The fundamental idea behind a Living-Lab is that, users of the technological innovations have the
opportunity to engage co-creatively in the innovation processes instead of being passive recipients of
the outcomes of innovative activity (Eriksson 2006). Users can represent public and private sectors
and civil society stakeholders. Depending on their specific needs, users are engaged in cooperation,
coordination or collaboration through the use of network and ICT. Living-Labs are therefore a
common ground where the needs of a particular ‘communities of practice’ intersect. Living-Labs have
become an emerging worldwide phenomenon transforming the way innovations in a networked
society are adopted, adapted, and applied – no longer within the confined space of laboratories but in
the boundless field of human activities and interactions.

TABLE 1 HERE

Although European countries were amongst the first to embrace this phenomenon in order to promote
innovation on a societal basis and bolster regional growth in struggling regional areas as a part of the
‘Lisbon Strategy’ (Følstad 2008), the utility of Living-Labs have been equally important in other
nations outside the Europe. For instance, comparison of outputs of two Living-Labs in Hungary and
South Africa (Table 1) indicates that innovative application of ICT such as Geographic Information
System and Short Messaging Services can enhance the competence of SMEs. Since affordable and
instantaneous communications is a necessary condition for harnessing relationships with stakeholders,
the core value of ICT is in the enabling of communications between SMEs and the relevant
stakeholders that would otherwise be cumbersome, expensive, or time consuming (Resnick 2001).

This paper contends that the potential of ICT exists in its capacity as a driver of equity for the regions
– relative to the metropolitan areas. The significance of this proposition applies not so much to
innovation in the sense of high performing new products, but in the contextual understanding of the
circumstances in which stakeholder(s) operate and whether or not ICT mediated solutions can match
the changing needs of stakeholders in a particular region. This may necessitate new models of
governance, collaborative enterprise (social enterprise, social ventures and social innovation) and ICT
-6-
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enabled new business and social engagement models that leverage assets across private, public and
not-for-profit sectors. This paper therefore proposes a framework in order to bring an understanding
about the processes and socioeconomic dynamics which lead to the initiation and subsequent
management of Living-Lab as a platform for RIS.

A Proposed Framework
The starting point for this methodological framework is to understand and utilise appropriate research
paradigms for successful research design and its implementation. Living-Labs present opportunities
for regions to use action research to take advantage of emerging technologies, particularly new ICT in
an increasingly networked society (Castells 2000). Action research is where the research process seeks
to describe, interpret and explain existing and emerging phenomenon whilst desiring to change them
for the better societal good (Avison et al. 1999). It is also an ideal research method for assessing ICTenabled innovation as the primary aim of the action research is to combine intervention in real-world
settings with theoretical enhancement. The principles of action research (Creswell 2005) match with
the underpinnings of Living-Labs (Bergvall-Kareborn et al. 2009) and this accord has methodological
implications for the purpose of this proposition in terms of the way Living-Labs are conceived and
managed.

TABLE 2 HERE

Drawing on the methodological implications described in Table 2, this paper proposes that the
ontological stance of Living-Lab as an action research method makes an assumption that SMEs and
relevant stakeholders are willing to be a part of RIS. The proposed framework envisages RIS in three
phases, namely; pre-intervention, intervention and post-intervention. The pre-intervention phase feeds
on the operating environment of SMEs, particularly in terms of the needs, interests and goals of the
stakeholders. The intervention phase itself comprises six stages of Continuous Improvement and
Innovation (CII) processes (Clark et al. 2009) namely; i) Situational analysis, ii) Impact analysis, iii)
Action design, iv) Action implementation, v) Performance assessment, vi) Creation and synthesis.
-7-
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The post intervention phase evaluates the Living Laboratory by assessing the outputs, outcomes and
offshoots.

FIGURE 2 HERE

The intervention process of CI&I enable the conception, management and actual innovation within the
Living-Lab with a constant feedback from the stakeholders (Timms & Clark 2007). The six stages of
the intervention phase are described below.
Stage 1 – Situational analysis
This is a most important step of the innovation process. It draws on the local, regional,
national, and global context and assesses the actual needs for innovation as well as garners
commitment from the stakeholders. The purpose and the scope of the intervention must be
agreed upon by all stakeholders.
Stage 2 – Impact Analysis
Stakeholders must have a clear vision of the innovation process and the likely impact at the
end of the intervention.

The impact analysis enables stakeholders to gain a collective

understanding of the investment in innovation and subsequent returns on it.
Step 3 – Action Design
This stage draws on the assessment of pre-intervention situation e.g. survey or other means of
data collection in order to shape the planning and design of appropriate actions plans.
Step 4 – Action Implementation
At this stage, performance indicators are agreed upon by relevant stakeholders in order to
implement monitor and evaluate the progress. A continuous feedback loop based on these
indicators determines the way action plans are implemented and progresses made.
Step 5 – Performance Assessment
This stage involves action on the monitoring and evaluation of the progress. Consequently,
continuous modifications and adjustments are incorporated as the stakeholders discover what

-8-
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worked and did not. It involves using the techniques such as the Strength, Weakness,
Opportunities, and Threats (SWOT) analysis.
Step 6 – Creation & Synthesis
This is the last stage of intervention which involves systematic review and the consensus
amongst stakeholders regarding new action step. This is also transition between the
completion of one task and the beginning of the other.

The primary purpose of the Living-Lab methodological framework outlined above is to develop
integrated ICT-based tools for enterprise management, innovative service delivery, and investment in
infrastructure. This systematic approach (Chung 2002; Asheim & Coenen 2006) will engage local
stakeholders in generating knowledge and tools to co-create communities of interest capable of
developing solutions to regional shortages. In addition, the approach allows for the co-creating,
prototyping, validating and refining of complex solutions in the context of regional SME sector in a
medium to long-term timeframe (van der Valt et al. 2009) in regions. This framework provides a
structure for enterprises, activities and projects at the regional scale to allow for outcomes to be
delivered incrementally, whilst building towards a transformational change. The framework has been
successfully utilised in Australia at the Queensland State Government Department of Employment,
Economic Development and Innovation (Timms & Clark 2008).

CONCLUDING REMARKS
This paper began by highlighting the significance of the SMEs sector in Australia and its challenges in
fulfilling sustainable development aspirations in Australia. Drawing on industrial clusters theory, the
concept of regional innovation system was reviewed as an overarching framework for enabling the
SMEs sector. Taken together, existing research revealed that Australian SME need to focus on
innovation if they are to retain competitive advantage (Burgleman, Christensen, & Wheelwright
2008). However, despite the fact that the SMEs sector has invested more than 5 billion dollars in
research and development (SME Association of Australia 2011), the innovative capacity of SMEs
remains limited (Chung & Tibben 2006). Innovation is often equated with exploitation of the
-9-
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invention, implying the creation of new technology or new products and encompasses new business
approaches, processes and activities. This paper introduced the characteristics of an emerging research
methodology for ICT-mediated innovation and proposed a Living-Lab framework to foster innovation
amongst SMEs. This paper hypothesised that ICT tools are effective in driving critical information
dissemination and behavioural change within SMEs networks and that ICT-mediated collaboration is
the key to innovation. As demonstrated by examples in Hungary and South Africa, the core of LivingLab enables identification of factors that facilitate SMEs clusters and to support enhanced productivity
of SMEs. There is considerable diversity across regional Australia, leading to differences in levels of
service provision and in the local impacts of economic shocks and changing policy environments. The
proposed framework is built on an innovative, cross-sectoral approach to local and regional economic,
environmental and social development using a Living-Lab. It is expected that the framework enables
the operationalization and empirical assessment of the broader social and cultural contexts of regional
sustainable development driven by SMEs and how these enterprises can be mobilised to construct
advantage for localities and regions by seeding innovation.

REFERENCES
Agarwal R & Green R (2011) The role of education and skills in Australian management practice and
productivity. In Curtin P, Stanwick J & Beddie F (Eds.) Fostering enterprise: the innovation
and skills nexus – research readings (pp. 79-102). National Centre for Vocational Education
Research (NCVER), Adelaide.
Asheim B T (2000) Industrial districts: the contributions of Marshall and beyond. In Clark G L,
Feldman M P, and Gertler M S (Eds.) The Oxford Handbook of Economic Geography (pp. 413431). Oxford University Press, Oxford.
Asheim B T, Smith L H, and Oughton C (2011) Regional Innovation Systems: Theory, Empirics and
Policy. Regional Studies 45(7): 875-891.
Australian Bureau of Statistics (2002) Small Business in Australia 2001. Australian Bureau of
Statistics, Canberra.

-10-

ANZAM 2012
th

th

th

Paper for 26 ANZAM Conference December 5 - 7 2012, Perth: WA [Technology, Innovation & Supply Chain Management Stream]

Australian Bureau of Statistics (2012) Counts of Australian Businesses, including entries and exits.
Australian Bureau of Statistics, Canberra.
Australian Communication and Media Authority (2008) Telecommunications today: Report 2 Take-up
and use by small and medium enterprises. Australian Communication and Media Authority,
Melbourne.
Australian Local Government Association (2011) State of the regions 2011-12. National Economics
for the Australian Local Government Association, Deakin.
Avison D E, Lau F, Myers M D, & Nielson P A (1999) Action Research. Communications of the ACM
42 (1): 94-97.
Bergvall-Kåreborn B, Holst M, & Ståhlbröst A (2009) Concept Design with a Living Lab Approach.
Paper presented at 42nd Hawaii International Conference on System Sciences (HICSS), Hawaii.
Bilicki V, Kasza M, Szücs V & Mólnar G (2010) Homokháti Small Area Living Lab Benefiting the
Agricultural Sector in Hungary. In Schaffers H, García Guzmán J, Navarro de la Cruz M &
Merz C [Eds.] Living Labs for Rural Development Results from the C@R Integrated Project
(pp. 105-124). TRAGSA, Germany.
Bougrain F & Haudeville B (2002) Innovation, collaboration and SMEs internal research capacities.
Research Policy, 31(5), 735-747.
Brown K, Keast R, & Waterhouse J (2005) Turbocharging Networks in the Public Sector. In EasterbySmith M & Sako M (Eds.) Challenges of Organisations in Global Markets: Conference
Proceedings (pp. 1-18). British Academy of Management, Oxford.
Brown K, Burgess J, Festing M, Royer S, Steffen C, Waterhouse J, & Keast R (2010) Conceptualising
clusters as overlapping valued adding webs. In Brown K, Burgess J, Festing M, and Royer S
[Eds.] Value adding webs and clusters (pp. 11 – 42). Rainer Hamp Verlag, Munchen.
Burgelman R A, Christensen C M, & Wheelwright S C (2004) Management of Technology and
Innovation (4th Ed.). Irwin Publishers, Chicago.
Castells M (2000) The rise of the networked society The Information Age: Economy, Society and
Culture. Volume I (2nd ed.). Blackwell, Oxford.
Chesbrough H (2003) The era of open innovation. MIT Sloan Management Review 4(3): 35-41.
-11-

Page 14 of 22

Page 15 of 22

ANZAM 2012
th

th

th

Paper for 26 ANZAM Conference December 5 - 7 2012, Perth: WA [Technology, Innovation & Supply Chain Management Stream]

Chong J, Asker S, O’Rourke A & White S (2012) Small and medium sized enterprises: Innovation and
transformation towards Australia’s low-carbon economy. Institute for Sustainable Futures,
Sydney.
Chung K Y R, & Tibben, W (2006) Understanding the Adoption of Clusters by SMEs using
Innovation Theory. Paper presented at the 3rd IEEE International Conference on Management
of Innovation and Technology (ICMIT 2006), Singapore.
Clark R, Gray J, Griffith, G, Madzivhandila T, Nengovhela N, Mulholland C & Timms J (2009) A
model to achieve sustainable improvement and innovation in organizations, industries, regions
and communities. Extension Farming Systems Journal 5:73-85.
Cooke P (2001) Regional innovation systems, clusters, and the knowledge economy. Industrial and
Corporate Change 10 (4): 945-974.
CPA Australia (2012) SME access to finance: Recent experiences of SMEs in accessing finance. CPA
Australia, SouthBank.
Creswell J W (2005) Educational research, planning, conducting and evaluating quantitative and
qualitative research. Prentice Hall, New Jersey.
Cutler, T (2008). Venturous Australia: building strength in innovation (I. Department of Industry,
Science, Research & Tertiary Education, Trans.). Cutler & Company Pty Ltd, Melbourne.
Department of Industry, Innovation, Science and Research (2009) Powering Ideas: An Innovation
Agenda for the 21st Century. Department of Industry, Innovation, Science, and Research,
Canberra:
Department of Industry, Innovation, Science and Research (2010) Australian Innovation System
Report 2010. Department of Industry, Innovation, Science, and Research, Canberra.
Department of Industry, Innovation, Science and Research (2011a) Key statistics Australian Small
Business. Department of Innovation, Industry, Science and Research, Canberra.
Department of Industry, Innovation, Science and Research (2011b) Australian Innovation System
Report 2011. Department of Industry, Innovation, Science, and Research, Canberra.
Doloreux D (2002) What we should know about regional systems of innovation? Technology in
Society: An International Journal 24: 243-263.
-12-

ANZAM 2012
th

th

th

Paper for 26 ANZAM Conference December 5 - 7 2012, Perth: WA [Technology, Innovation & Supply Chain Management Stream]

Dore J & Woodhill J (1999) Sustainable regional development: executive summary of the final report:
An Australia-wide study of regionalism highlighting efforts to improve the community, economy
and environment. Greening Australia Limited, Yarramula.
Dutton W H, Carusi A & Peltu M (2006) Fostering Multidisciplinary Engagement: Communication
Challenges for Social Research on Emerging Digital Technologies. Prometheus 24(2): 129-149.
Eriksson M, Niitamo V P, Kulkki S, & Hribernik K A (2006) Living Labs as a Multi-Contextual R&D
Services through Collaborative Networks. Paper presented at the 12th International Conference
on Concurrent Enterprising: Innovative Products and Methodology, Milan.
Følstad A (2008) Living Labs for Innovation and Development of Information and Communication
Technology: A Literature Review. The Electronic Journal for Virtual Organizations and
Networks (Special Issue on Living Labs), 10:99-131.
Fountain J E (1998) Social capital: Its relationship to innovation in science and technology. Science &
Public Policy 25(2): 103-107.
Humphrey J & Schmitz H (1996) The Triple C Approach to Local Industrial Policy. World
Development 24(12): 1859-1877.
KordaMentha (2011) SMEs in the world of pain. KordaMentha, Canberra.
Malakauskite A & Navickas V (2009) The impact of clusterization on the development of small and
medium-sized enterprise (SME) sector. Journal of Business Economics and Management,
10(3): 255-259.
Martin R & Sunley P (2003) Deconstructing clusters: Chaotic concept or policy panacea? Journal of
Economic Geography 3(1): 5-35.
Merz C, Friedland C, de Louw R, Dörflinger J, Maritz J, van Rensburg J & Naudé A (2010)
Sekhukhune: A Living Lab Stimulating Economic Growth of Rural Micro-Enterprises in South
Africa. In Schaffers H, García Guzmán J, Navarro de la Cruz M & Merz C [Eds.] Living Labs
for Rural Development Results from the C@R Integrated Project (pp. 143-160). TRAGSA,
Germany.

-13-

Page 16 of 22

Page 17 of 22

ANZAM 2012
th

th

th

Paper for 26 ANZAM Conference December 5 - 7 2012, Perth: WA [Technology, Innovation & Supply Chain Management Stream]

Murta J, Gero A, Kuruppu N & Mukheibir P (2012) Enhancing adaptive capacity of small to medium
enterprises - Background Report. Institute for Sustainable Futures, University of Technology
Sydney, Sydney.
Nauwelaers C & Wintjes R (2003) Towards a new paradigm for innovation policy? In. Asheim B T,
Isaksen A, Nauwelaers C & Todtling F [Eds.] Regional Innovation Policy for Small Medium
Enterprises (pp. 193 -220). Edward Elgar, Cheltenham.
Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development (2011) Regions and Innovation Policy:
Policy Brief May 2011. OECD Publishing, Paris.
Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development (2012) OECD Factbook 2011-2012:
Economic, Environmental and Social Statistics. OECD Publishing, Paris.
Porter M E (2000) Location, competition, and economic development: local clusters in a global
economy. Economic Development Quarterly 14 (1): 15-34.
Porter M (1998b) Clusters and Competition New Agendas for Companies, Governments, and
Institutions. In M. Porter (Ed.), On Competition (pp. 197-287). Harvard Business School,
Boston.
Resnick P (2002) Beyond bowling together: Sociotechnical capital. In J. M. Carroll (Ed.) HCI in the
New Millennium (pp. 647-672). Addison-Wesley, Boston.
Rice J (2011) Innovation in the modern economy. In P. Curtin, J. Stanwick & F. Beddie (Eds.),
Fostering enterprise: the innovation and skills nexus - research readings (pp. 18-27). National
Centre for Vocational Education Research (NCVER), Adelaide.
Roberts E (2007) Managing Invention and Innovation. Research-Technology Management 50(1): 3554.
Roos G, Fernström L & Gupta O (2005) National Innovation Systems: Finland, Sweden & Australia
Compared: Learnings for Australia. Australian Business Foundation, Sydney.
Rosenfeld S A (1997) Bringing Business Clusters into the Mainstream of Economic Development.
European Planning Studies 5(1): 3-23.

-14-

ANZAM 2012
th

th

th

Paper for 26 ANZAM Conference December 5 - 7 2012, Perth: WA [Technology, Innovation & Supply Chain Management Stream]

Sawang S & Matthews J H (2010) Positive relationships among collaboration for innovation, past
innovation abandonment and future product introduction in manufacturing SMEs.
Interdisciplinary Journal of Contemporary Research in Business 2(6): 106‐117.
SME Association of Australia (2012) About Us (URL: http://www.smeaustralia.asn.au/ Accessed
4/5/2012)
Smith R (2012) Economic geography and innovation clusters. Working Paper 2012–01. Canberra,
ACT: Department of Industry, Innovation, Science, Research and Tertiary Education.
Spence L J & Schmidpeter R (2003) SMEs, social capital and the common good. Journal of Business
Ethics 45(1-2): 93-108.
Timms J & Clark R A (2007) Achieving and enabling continuous improvement and innovation:
focused thinking and action for rewarding results. Department of Primary Industries and
Fisheries, Brisbane.
van der Valt J S, Buitendag A K, Zaaiman J J & van Vuuren J C J (2009) Community Living Lab as a
Collaborative Innovation Environment. Issues in Informing Science and Information
Technology 6:421-336.
Wenger E, McDermott R & Snyder W (2002) Cultivating communities of practice: a guide to
managing knowledge. Harvard Business School Press, Cambridge.
Wiesner R, McDonald Jim & Banham H C (2007) Australian small and medium sized enterprises
(SMEs): A study of high performance management practices. Journal of Management and
Organization 13(3): 227-248.
Zeleny M (2001) Autopoiesis (self-production) in SME. Human Systems Management 20: 201-207.

-15-

Page 18 of 22

Page 19 of 22

ANZAM 2012
th

th

th

Paper for 26 ANZAM Conference December 5 - 7 2012, Perth: WA [Technology, Innovation & Supply Chain Management Stream]

TABLES AND FIGURES

Table 1: Comparison of ICT mediated outputs of two Living-Labs
Institution
Objective

Focus

Output

Source

SEKHUKHUNE Living-Lab (South Africa)

HOMOKHÁTI Living-Lab (Hungary)

CSIR/Meraka Institute

University of Szeged

To create an impact on operational excellence of

To build a sustainable Farm-Market Linkages

SMEs

for SMEs

Incubation mechanisms to support business

Value chain of greenhouse based vegetable

operation

production and consumption

GIS based collaborative procurement and logistics

SMS based collaboration amongst producer

with functionalities like customer registration,

association (mediator), farmers (producer) and

order tracking and processing and business

supermarkets (consumer) for efficient

analytics

effective transactions

Christian Merz et al. (2010)

Bilicki et al. (2010)
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Table 2: Principles of Living-Labs vs. Action Research
Living-Lab Principles

Action Research Principles

Methodological Implications for Living-Lab

Continuity

Collaboration

Build trust and agree on joint goals

Empowerment

Sharing research outcomes

Treat every stakeholders as partners

Openness

A plan of action

Involve stakeholders in all phases

Realism

A practical focus

Assess/tackle real societal problems/needs

Relation to Academia

Researcher’s own practices

Consider academia as a catalyst stakeholder

Spontaneity

Dynamic process

Incorporate stakeholders’ feedback/reaction

Bergvall-Kareborn et al. (2009)

Creswell (2005)

Authors
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Figure 1: Quantity of SME by sector at the end of financial year 2007-08 (Australian Bureau of Statistics 2012)
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Figure 2: A Living-Lab Analytical Framework for SMEs
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