THE “NITTY GRITTY” OF CRITICAL
COMMUNITY ENGAGED
SCHOLARSHIP IN THE SOCIAL
SCIENCES
Leah Levac
University of Guelph
Llevac@uoguelph.ca
August 20, 2018

Overview
■
■
■
■

Introductions
Workshop objectives
Guiding principles (a reminder)
The “nitty gritty” over the life of a project

– Initiating (community entry)
– Partner (and project) maintenance
– Evaluation and assessment

■ Questions and discussion

Workshop questions
■ What are some promising practices for implementing critical
CES with integrity at all stages of a collaboration or project?
■ What are examples of how general principles can guide
specific practices across a collaboration?
■ What can be done when something goes sideways?
(because something always goes sideways…)
■ What next step can I take in a partnership I’m exploring or
involved with?

Critical [decolonizing] community engaged
scholarship (CCES) guiding principles
■ Practice reflexivity, responsivity, reverence, reciprocity, respect,
responsibility, and relationality (Levac et al., 2018)
■ “…[believe] that knowledge acquired in the academic setting is strengthened
and enhanced by the real world experience found in communities…”
(Whiteford & Strom, 2013, p. 72).
■ Approach CCES as an orientation to research
■ Commit to the relationship, not just the project
■ Understand that communities (and collaborations) are heterogenous and
imbued with power relations (e.g., Wallerstein & Duran, 2006; Tobias et al.,
2013)

The “nitty gritty”: “Initiating”
Terms of reference
(excerpt)

Terms of reference
(sample contents)
■ Committee purpose
■ Membership
■ Timeline and approach to work
■ Workplan
■ Output(s)
■ Method(s) for sharing information
■ Accountability
■ Guiding principles
■ Dispute resolution process
■ Authorship guidelines

The “nitty gritty”: “Initiating” discussion
■ What specific strategies have you found useful when
initiating partnerships?
■ Do you have any “cautionary tales” to share with regards to
initiating collaborations?

The “nitty gritty”:
“Partnership
maintenance”
(example
governance
structure)

Changing Public Services Network

CRIAW
U of G
Financial
Mgmt.

*website
*knowledge mobilization strategy
*organizational and leadership structures

U of O
Space

National Unions
Public Service
Partners
OttawaHull (NCR)

Saskatoon
(Prairies)

Regional Teams
*participatory process to
track and monitor impact of
changing public services on
diverse women in region

Halifax
(Atlantic)

Vancouver (BC)

“Partnership maintenance”: Mutual
assistance pact (excerpt)

Designed by community researchers in Happy ValleyGoose Bay, Labrador
Digitized by Monica Peach, Nunatsiavut Government

The “nitty gritty”: “Partnership
maintenance” discussion
■ What specific strategies have you found useful when
maintaining partnerships?
■ As a community partner, are there things that you wish had
happened during a past research partnership that didn’t?

The “nitty
gritty”:
“Evaluation
and
assessment”

Evaluation framework development
(excerpt of draft proposal)

The “nitty gritty”: “Evaluation and
assessment” discussion
■ What specific strategies have you found useful when
evaluating partnerships?
■ What challenges have you faced with partnership
evaluation?

A handful of useful references
■

Brown, L. (2012). Partners in research: Reflections on creating and sustaining a collaborative research network. In P. Hall
& I. MacPherson (Eds.). Community-University Research Partnerships: Reflections on the Canadian Social Economy
Experience. Available at: https://bit.ly/2NamPP1

■

Evans, M., Miller, A., Hutchinson, P.J., and Dingwall, C. (2014). Decolonizing research practice: Indigenous methodologies,
Aboriginal methods, and knowledge/knowing. In Leavy, P. (Ed.). The Oxford Handbook of Qualitative Research.

■

Hubrig, A., McWain, K., Meade, M., & Shah, R.W. (2017). Positionality and possibility: Reframing tactics and strategies for
graduate student community engagement. Michigan Journal of Community Service Learning, Fall 2017, 93-103.

■

Levac, L., McMurtry, L., Stienstra, D., Baikie, G., Hanson, C., & Mucina, D. (2018). Learning across Indigenous and
Western Knowledge Systems and Intersectionality: Reconciling Social Science Research Approaches. Available at:
https://bit.ly/2MrBCVd

■

Lucero, J., Wallerstein, N., Duran, B. et al. (2016). Development of a mixed methods investigation of process and
outcomes of community-based participatory research. Journal of Mixed Methods Research, 1-20.

■

Ochocka, Moorlag, and Janzen (2010). A framework for entry: PAR values and engagement strategies in community
research. Gateways: International Journal of Community Engaged Research, 3(2010).

■

Tobias, J.K., C.A.M. Richmond, & I. Luginaah. (2013). Community-based participatory research with Indigenous
communities: Producing respectful and reciprocal research. Journal of Empirical Research on Human Research Ethics,
8(2), 129-140.

■

Tremblay, C. & B. Hall. (2014). Learning from community-university research partnerships: A Canadian study on
community impact and conditions for success. International Journal of Action Research, 10(3), 376-404.

■

Whiteford, L., & Strom, E. (2013). Building community engagement and public scholarship into the university. Annals of
Anthropological Practice, 37(1), 72-89.

Questions and Discussion
Dr. Leah Levac
Department of Political Science
Community Engaged Scholarship Institute Faculty Affiliate
University of Guelph
Llevac@uoguelph.ca

