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INTS 700. Research Methods in Global Studies 
Fall 2022 

 
Instructor Dr Gabrielle Daoust (she/her) 

Contact information  Gabrielle.Daoust@unbc.ca   250-960-6015   ADMIN 3006   

Course location and time  Room 8-160    Wednesdays 8:30-11:20 am   

Student drop-in hours  Wednesdays 12:00 to 2:00 pm (in person or virtually), or by appointment 
 

UNBC is a regional university that is situated on the traditional territories of numerous First Nations and other 
Indigenous groups whose historical relationships with the land continue to the present. The Prince George 
campus is situated on the unceded territory of the Lheidli T’enneh First Nation, part of the Dakelh (Carrier) 
peoples’ territory. Processes of colonisation – and resistance to them – are ongoing, and our teaching, learning, 
and research practices should contribute to understanding these processes and efforts toward decolonisation. 

 
1. Course overview .............................................................................................................................................. 1 
2. Course readings and resources ....................................................................................................................... 3 
3. Course topics and weekly schedule ................................................................................................................. 5 
4. Course assessments ...................................................................................................................................... 22 
5. Research and referencing .............................................................................................................................. 23 
6. Accessibility, accommodations, and wellbeing .............................................................................................. 24 
 

1. Course overview  
Course 
description 

The field of global studies spans a wide range of disciplines and in turn varied understandings 
of what constitutes ‘good ‘research and different sets of research principles, methods, and 
styles of written presentation. But whether one uses quantitative, qualitative, or mixed methods, 
all researchers are expected to identify clearly defined research questions followed by a 
rigorous and ethical research design that works best for the particular puzzle being examined. 
At the same time, global studies research requires attention not only to ‘technical’ questions of 
research methods, but also critically interrogating and grappling with the role of social science 
research – and researchers – in histories of colonisation and imperialism and contemporary 
dynamics of ‘development’, globalisation, and intervention. 
 
This course will provide an opportunity to advance your understanding of research through the 
critical exploration of a range of philosophical, theoretical, ethical and practical perspectives on 
global social research, and aims to provide you with the basic tools for designing and 
researching ethical research in the field of global studies – as well as critically considering the 
multiple roles and research and researchers in historical and contemporary global landscapes. 
 
Key themes to be discussed throughout the semester include philosophical and theoretical 
approaches to knowledge and research, ethical principles and challenges, preparing a literature 
review and critically assessing research, developing a theoretical and conceptual framework, 
and research design (including methods of data collection and analysis). While a range of 
research approaches will be covered, this course will have a particular emphasis on conducting 
qualitative research in the field of global studies. 
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Learning 
outcomes  

The key objectives of this course are: 
• To understand histories and trends of research methods in the field of ‘global studies’ 

broadly defined.  
• To identify and navigate the philosophical and ethical considerations encountered in social 

science research more broadly and in global studies research more specifically. 
• To strengthen capacities for conducting a critical literature review and mapping out 

concepts that are central to the research question(s) being explored. 
• To distinguish between different research methods in order to determine what would work 

best for a given topic and question(s), and to develop an ethical, rigorous research design. 
• To critically reflect on our own positioning, assumptions, and relationships as researchers 

within the field of global studies. 
Structure and 
expectations 

This course will be structed as a series of seminar discussions with minimal lecture content, to 
allow for more active and ongoing dialogue. Lectures will not be summaries of the readings but 
are rather meant to supplement the texts and initiate analysis and debate. Please make every 
effort to ask questions, share your perspectives, and learn from one another!  
 
A core expectation is that you arrive to class prepared. This requires completing the week’s 
readings before class and arriving prepared to discuss your reflections on the reading and any 
questions that you have (as discussed below). Participation is a core element of this course, 
and this requires consistent attendance.  
 
This course is rooted in a commitment to justice, equity, and equality. In exploring the course 
topics, we’ll discuss dynamics of power, oppression, violence, and injustice, along gendered, 
racialised, classed, and other lines, as well as efforts to challenge these. Our discussions will 
likely touch upon ideas or topics on which we do not all agree, as the issues we will discuss are 
complicated, and political. You do not have to agree with all of the course content, but I do 
expect that you are able to demonstrate that you understand and can communicate the 
perspectives presented in the course materials through discussions and assessments. Across 
all aspects of the course, in all course settings, I and all members of the class are responsible 
for promoting a safe, open, and equitable learning environment that is free from discrimination, 
oppression, and violence and that fosters and promotes dignity, equity, respect, and justice. 
Our collective approach should be rooted in kindness, care, and patience – in terms of how we 
formulate our statements, questions, and feedback and in how we engage with one another. 

Communication  I want you all to do well in this course, so if you have concerns or if there is anything that you’d 
like me to know, please get in touch! Feel free to share any concerns or needs with me – at any 
point before and during the course – to ensure that I can provide as much flexibility and support 
as possible in fulfilling the course aims and assessments. If there are any concerns or 
challenges that you think might affect your attendance, participation, and/or assessments 
(including mental or physical health, family or care responsibilities, work or athletics 
commitments, etc.), or any forms of support that you need, please let me know as soon as 
possible. And if you need help, please ask! 
 
For my part, I will ensure clear communication of deadlines and criteria for succeeding in this 
course. I will provide the information through email and/or via Moodle (in the ‘Course 
announcements’ forum under ‘Course announcements and discussions’), as well as in class. I 
will do my best to avoid making changes to the course outline but if any changes need to be 
made, they will be communicated with as much notice as possible.   
 
I will do my best to answer questions via email within 24 hours on weekdays, but I may not 
respond to emails on weekends. I’m happy to provide clarifications on anything discussed in 
class, points from the readings, assessments, and more. When contacting me via email, please: 
a) use your UNBC account for all communication, b) take the time to include a subject line (e.g. 
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the course code or title) and a salutation, and c) consult the course outline to make sure that it 
doesn’t already include an answer to your question. Please also feel free to drop by to chat 
during my regular student drop-in hours! 
 
I’ve created a general discussion forum on Moodle (under the ‘Course announcements and 
discussions’), which you can use to pose questions (about course content, readings, 
assessments, etc.) as well as any interesting resources or links that you find. These can be 
seen by the rest of the class. If you have a question about something, it’s likely that someone 
else does too! I will check this forum regularly and will answer questions as they’re posted. I 
encourage you to respond to one another’s questions as well! 

 

2. Course readings and resources  
Required 
texts and 
readings 

There are two required textbooks for this course, which are intended to provide reference points 
for theoretical, methodological, philosophical, and ethical dimensions of research in global studies: 
• Eve Darian-Smith and Philip C. McCarty (2017) The Global Turn: Theories, Research Designs, 

and Methods for Global Studies. University of California Press.  
• Linda Tuhiwai Smith (2021) Decolonizing Methodologies: Research and Indigenous Peoples, 

3rd ed. Zed Books.  
 
Both texts are available for purchase in print or e-book format through the UNBC bookstore 
(https://shop.unbc.ca/Course/campus), or via online retailers. A copy of The Global Turn is 
available at the UNBC library and has been placed on reserve for this course. Decolonizing 
Methodologies is available for free in electronic format via the library (https://library.unbc.ca/). 
 
Weekly readings will include chapters from these books plus journal articles and other materials 
intended to add further detail and illustrative examples on weekly topics. Additional required 
readings will be made available via the Moodle course page. Additional readings and resources 
are listed for each course topic (see Section 3 of this outline) – please make an effort to engage 
with this material, especially readings relevant to your own research! 
 
I expect that you attend each class having completed these readings. This doesn’t mean that you 
have to understand everything perfectly! But you should take note of, and be prepared to discuss: 
• Any new concepts and ideas that are discussed in the reading 
• Ideas you find particularly striking or interesting, or that you agree or disagree with 
• Points of connection to other readings from this course or from other classes 
• Points of connection to your own research or other work 
• Questions that you have about the arguments, concepts, etc., or other questions that the 

reading raised for you 
• Your overall impression of the reading, and any other reactions and reflections 
 
For each week, a list of questions for reflection and discussion is provided in Section 3. Please 
come to class prepared to share your reflections. This will provide starting points for class 
discussions and assessments, as discussed above.  

Moodle page There is a dedicated Moodle page for this course, where you’ll find all of the additional course 
readings and other materials, weekly class slides, guidance and submission portals for course 
assessments, feedback on submitted assessments, updates on the course, and more. Please 
familiarise yourself with Moodle, and make sure to check the page on at least a weekly basis! 

Other useful 
texts and 
resources 

There are many reference and resource texts that provide detailed overviews and explanations of 
research approaches and methods – which may be accessible via the UNBC library in either 
electronic or print version: 
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• Margot Northey et al. (2017) Making Sense: A Student's Guide to Research and Writing: Social 
Sciences. Oxford University Press.  

• Zina O’Leary (2017) The Essential Guide to Doing Your Research Project. SAGE Publications. 
• Leanne C. Powner (2015) Empirical Research and Writing: A Political Science Student’s 

Practical Guide. CQ Press. 
• Kristin Luker (2010) Salsa Dancing into the Social Sciences: Research in an Age of Info-Glut. 

Harvard University Press. 
• John W. Creswell and Cheryl N. Poth (2018) Qualitative Inquiry and Research Design: 

Choosing among Five Approaches. SAGE Publications. 
• John W. Creswell and J. David Creswell (2018) Research Design: Qualitative, Quantitative, 

and Mixed Methods Approaches. SAGE Publications.  
• Norman K. Denzin and Yvonna S. Lincoln (eds.) (2018) The SAGE Handbook of Qualitative 

Research. SAGE Publications. 
• Patricia Leavy (2020) The Oxford Handbook of Qualitative Research. Oxford University Press. 
• Deborah K. van den Hoonaard (2018) Qualitative Research in Action: A Canadian Primer. 

Oxford University Press. 
• John L. Martin (2017) Thinking Through Methods: A Social Science Primer. University of 

Chicago Press. 
• John Gerring and Dino Christenson (2017) Applied Social Science Methodology: An 

Introductory Guide. Cambridge University Press 
• John Gerring (2012) Social Science Methodology: A Unified Framework. Cambridge University 

Press. 
• Martin B. Davies and Nathan Hughes (2014) Doing a Successful Research Project: Using 

Qualitative or Quantitative Methods. Bloomsbury Academic. 
• Janice Aurini et al. (2022) The How To of Qualitative Research. SAGE Publications. 
• Uwe Flick (ed.) (2014) An Introduction to Qualitative Research. SAGE Publications. 
• Alecia Y. Jackson and Lisa A. Mazzei (2022) Thinking with Theory in Qualitative Research: 

Viewing Data Across Multiple Perspectives. Routledge. 
• Vandana Desai and Rob Potter (eds.) (2006) Doing Development Research. SAGE 

Publications. 
• Sophie Laws et al. (2013) Research for Development: A Practical Guide. SAGE Publications. 
• Daniel Hammett et al. (2014) Research and Fieldwork in Development. Routledge. 
• Luigi Curini and Robert Franzese (eds.) (2020) The SAGE Handbook of Research Methods in 

Political Science and International Relations. SAGE Publications. 
• Audie Klotz and Deepa Prakash (eds.) (2008) Qualitative Methods in International Relations: 

A Pluralist Guide. Palgrave Macmillan. 
• Christopher Lamont and Mietek Boduszynski (2020) Research Methods in Politics and 

International Relations. SAGE Publications. 
• Diana Kapiszewski et al. (2015) Field Research in Political Science: Practices and Principles. 

Cambridge University Press. 
• Michael Bruter and Martin Lodge (eds.) (2013) Political Science Research Methods in Action. 

Palgrave Macmillan. 
 

Raul Pacheco-Vega’s research blog, at http://www.raulpacheco.org/resources/, contains some 
very useful research resources, including on literature reviews 
(http://www.raulpacheco.org/resources/literature-reviews/) and research methods 
(http://www.raulpacheco.org/tag/research-methods/). 
 
The E-International Relations page on Research Methods in International Relations 
(https://www.e-ir.info/resources/research-methods-in-international-relations/) also includes useful 
resources on different steps and components of the research process. 
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3. Course topics and weekly schedule  

 Date Topic Readings Reflection questions 
1.  Sept 

7 
Introduction and overview 
In this session we will cover 
course aims, expectations, 
and other key information. 
We will also begin to explore 
some core concepts, 
principles, and questions 
associated with global 
studies research. 

Required readings: 
• Darian-Smith and McCarty, The Global Turn: Ch 1. Global 

studies as a new field of inquiry (pp. 1-28) 
• Darian-Smith and McCarty, The Global Turn: Ch 2. Why is 

global studies important? (pp. 29-54) 

• How does a transdisciplinary 
approach benefit global studies 
research? And how does this 
apply to your own research 
interests?  

• Which characteristics of global 
studies research resonate with 
your own research interests? 

• What does it mean to ‘decenter’ 
the production of knowledge? 

Other readings1 on ‘global studies research’: 
• Peace A. Medie and Alice J. Kang (2018) Power, knowledge and the politics of gender in the Global 

South. European Journal of Politics and Gender, 1(1-2), 37-54. 
• Michael Burawoy (2001) Manufacturing the global. Ethnography, 2(2), 147-159. 
• Hilary E. Kahn (ed.) (2014) Framing the Global: Entry Points for Research. Indiana University Press. 
• Jane Kenway and Johannah Fahey (eds.) (2009) Globalizing the Research Imagination. Routledge. 
• Raewyn Connell (2007) Southern Theory: The Global Dynamics of Knowledge in Social Science. 

Routledge. 

2.  Sept 
14 

The politics of research  
In this session, we’ll critically 
examine the politics of 
research and knowledge 
production within the context 
of imperial and colonial 
histories and contemporary 
global relations, and 
consider how this shapes 
understandings and 

Required readings: 
• Tuhiwai Smith, Decolonizing Methodologies: Ch 1. 

Imperialism, history, writing and theory (pp. 21-47) 
• Tuhiwai Smith, Decolonizing Methodologies: Ch 2. Research 

through imperial eyes (pp. 49-65) 
• Tuhiwai Smith, Decolonizing Methodologies: Ch 3. Colonizing 

knowledges (pp. 67-90) 

• What, for you, does it mean to 
think of research and 
knowledge production as 
‘political’? 

• Why is it important to locate 
research in the context of 
historical and contemporary 
global relations? How might this 
push us to approach research 
differently? 

 
1 These ‘other readings’ are not required readings! Rather, they’re suggestions for additional readings and resources on the topics covered in each 
week. You can use these to gain a deeper understanding of issues covered in the required readings and in class, and as starting points for your 
coursework. I encourage you to engage with this material, especially readings relevant to your own research! Please get in touch if you have difficulty 
accessing these additional texts. 
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experiences of and 
approaches to 
contemporary global studies 
research.  

• What questions did these texts 
raise for you about research 
and knowledge production? 

Other readings on the politics of research: 
• Lisa Tilley (2017) Resisting piratic method by doing research otherwise. Sociology, 51(1), 27-42. 
• Eve Tuck and K. Wayne Yang (2014) R-words: refusing research. In D. Paris and M. T. Winn (eds), 

Humanizing Research: Decolonizing Qualitative Inquiry with Youth and Communities (223-248). 
SAGE Publications. 

• Eve Tuck (2009) Suspending damage: a letter to communities. Harvard Educational Review, 79(3), 
409-428. 

• Zoe Todd (2016) An indigenous feminist's take on the ontological turn: ‘ontology’ is just another 
word for colonialism. Journal of Historical Sociology, 29(1), 4-22. 

• Sarah E. Parkinson (2019) Humanitarian crisis research as intervention. Middle East Report, 290, 
29-37. 

• Artwell Nhemachena et al. (2016) The notion of the ‘field’ and the practices of researching and 
writing Africa: towards decolonial praxis. The Journal of Pan African Studies, 9(7), 15-36. 

• Devon E. A. Curtis (2019) What is our research for? Responsibility, humility and the production of 
knowledge about Burundi. Africa Spectrum, 54(1), 4-21. 

• Oliver P. Richmond et al. (2015) The ‘field’ in the age of intervention: power, legitimacy, and 
authority versus the ‘local’. Millennium, 44(1), 23-44. 

• Lisa (Leigh) Patel (2014) Countering coloniality in educational research: from ownership to 
answerability. Educational Studies, 50(4), 357-377. 

• Audra Simpson (2009) On ethnographic refusal: indigeneity, ‘voice’ and colonial citizenship. 
Junctures, 9, 67-80. 

• Eve Tuck and K. Wayne Yang (2014) Unbecoming claims: pedagogies of refusal in qualitative 
research. Qualitative Inquiry, 20(6), 811-818. 

• Oumar Bâ (2022) ‘The Europeans and Americans don’t know Africa’: of translation, interpretation, 
and extraction. Millennium 50(2), 548-560. 

• Nado Aveling (2013) ‘Don’t talk about what you don’t know’: on (not) conducting research with/in 
Indigenous contexts. Critical Studies in Education, 54 (2), 203-214. 

• Charlotte Mertens (2019) Undoing research on sexual violence in Eastern Democratic Republic of 
Congo. ACME, 18(3), 662-687. 

• Roberto J. González (2020) Beyond the Human Terrain System: a brief critical history (and a look 
ahead). Contemporary Social Science, 15(2), 227-240. 

• ‘The Bukavu Series’ (2019-2021), https://www.gicnetwork.be/silent-voices-blog-bukavu-series-eng/  

3.  Sept 
21 

Critical approaches to 
research 

Required readings: • What does it mean to adopt a 
‘critical’ approach to research? 
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In this session, we’ll cover 
different critical approaches 
to research on global issues, 
considering feminist, post-
colonial, Indigenous, and 
other perspectives. These 
critical approaches provide 
frameworks for interrogating 
and challenging historical 
and contemporary 
structures of power and 
(in)justice in relation to both 
research topics and 
processes.  

• Darian-Smith and McCarty, The Global Turn: Ch 5. Global 
methods and methodologies (sections on critical 
methodological strategies: pp. 151-177) 

• Tuhiwai Smith, Decolonizing Methodologies: Ch 6. The 
Indigenous Peoples’ Project: setting a new agenda (pp. 123-
134) 

• Tuhiwai Smith, Decolonizing Methodologies: Ch 12. Choosing 
the margins: the role of research in Indigenous struggles for 
social justice (pp. 253-272) 

Why is this important in global 
studies research? 

• What is – or should be – the 
relationship between research 
and social (and/or global) 
justice? 

• How might any of the critical 
approaches discussed in the 
readings shape or inform your 
own research?  

Other readings on critical research methodologies: 
• Claudia Aradau and Jef Huysmans (2014) Critical methods in international relations: the politics of 

techniques, devices and acts. European Journal of International Relations, 20(3), 596-619. 
• J. Ann Tickner (2005) What is your research program? Some feminist answers to international 

relations methodological questions. International Studies Quarterly, 49(1), 1-21. 
• Sophie Llewelyn (2007) A neutral feminist observer? Observation-based research and the politics 

of feminist knowledge making. Gender and Development, 15(2), 299-310. 
• Chandra Talpade Mohanty (1988) Under western eyes: feminist scholarship and colonial 

discourses. Feminist Review, 30, 61-88.  
• Neha S. Singh et al. (2021) Research in forced displacement: guidance for a feminist and decolonial 

approach. The Lancet, 397(10274), 560-562. 
• Antonia Darder (2015) Decolonizing interpretive research: a critical bicultural methodology for social 

change. International Education Journal: Comparative Perspectives, 14(2), 63-77. 
• Brooke A. Ackerly et al. (eds.) (2006) Feminist Methodologies for International Relations. 

Cambridge University Press. 
• Joey Sprague (2016) Feminist Methodologies for Critical Researchers: Bridging Differences. 

Rowman and Littlefield. 
• Patricia Leavy and Anne Harris (2018) Contemporary Feminist Research from Theory to Practice. 

The Guildford Press. 
• Leslie Brown and Susan Strega (eds.) (2015) Research as Resistance: Revisiting Critical, 

Indigenous, and Anti-Oppressive Approaches. Canadian Scholars’ Press. 
• Bagele Chilisa (2019) Indigenous Research Methodologies. SAGE Publications. 
• Deborah McGregor et al. (eds.) (2018) Indigenous Research: Theories, Practices, and 

Relationships. Canadian Scholars’ Press. 
• Elizabeth S. Huaman and Nathan D. Martin (eds.) (2020) Indigenous Knowledge Systems and 

Research Methodologies: Local Solutions and Global Opportunities. Canadian Scholars’ Press. 
• Amanda R. Tachine and Z. Nicolazzo (eds.) (2022) Weaving an Otherwise: In-Relations 

Methodological Practice. Stylus Publishing. 
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• Antonia Darder (ed.) (2019) Decolonizing Interpretive Research: A Subaltern Methodology for 
Social Change. Routledge. 

• Django Paris and Maisha T. Winn (eds.) (2014) Humanizing Research: Decolonizing Qualitative 
Inquiry with Youth and Communities. SAGE Publications. 

• Andrew J. Jolivette (ed.) (2015) Research Justice: Methodologies for Social Change. Policy Press. 

4.  Sept 
28 

Research questions, 
concepts, and literature  
In this session, we’ll explore 
approaches to developing 
research questions and 
defining research concepts, 
and processes of identifying, 
critically reviewing, and 
synthesising existing 
research and other material, 
considering these as the 
foundations of research 
projects. 
 
*Presentation by Kealin 
McCabe, subject librarian for 
Global and International 
Studies (10 am)* 

Required readings: 
• Darian-Smith and McCarty, The Global Turn: Ch 4. Global 

research design (read pp. 76-92) 
• Adam McCauley and Andrea Ruggeri (2020) Ch 2. From 

questions and puzzles to research project. In L. Curini and R. 
Franzese (eds.), The SAGE Handbook of Research Methods 
in Political Science and International Relations (26-43). SAGE 
Publications. [e-book available via the UNBC library] 

• Raul Pacheco-Vega (2022) ‘The missing link in the literature 
review process: 4 elements to look for when reviewing the 
literature’. http://www.raulpacheco.org/2022/07/the-missing-
link-in-the-literature-review-process-4-elements-to-look-for-
when-reviewing-the-literature/  

• What are some key 
considerations in developing a 
research question? What 
makes a ‘good’ research 
question or puzzle? 

• What is (or should be) the 
purpose of a literature review? 
What does it mean to ‘engage’ 
with existing literature on a 
given research topic? 

Other readings on research questions, concepts, and literature reviews: 
• Max Liboiron (2021) ‘Firsting in research’. Discard 

Studies, https://discardstudies.com/2021/01/18/firsting-in-research/  
• Karl Gustafsson and Linus Hagström (2018) What is the point? Teaching graduate students how 

to construct political science research puzzles. European Political Science, 17(4), 634-648. 
• Jane Agee (2009) Developing qualitative research questions: a reflective process. International 

Journal of Qualitative Studies in Education, 22(4), 431-447. 
• Ingrid Robeyns (2022) Advancing interdisciplinary research on institutions: a typology of research 

questions. Utrecht University, https://www.uu.nl/sites/default/files/2022%20-
%20IOS%20think%20paper4_Robeyns_def.pdf  

• Fred Eidlin (2011) The method of problems versus the method of topics. Political Science and 
Politics, 44(4), 758-761. 

• Jasmine Brooke Ulmer (2020) Pivots and pirouettes: carefully turning traditions. Qualitative 
Inquiry, 26(5), 454-457. 

• John Gerring (1999) What makes a concept good? A criterial framework for understanding concept 
formation in the social sciences. Polity, 31(3), 357-393. 

• Jeffrey Knopf (2006) Doing a literature review. Political Science and Politics, 39(1), 127-132. 
• Hugh Waddington et al. (2012) How to do a good systematic review of effects in international 

development: a tool kit. Journal of Development Effectiveness, 4(3), 359-387. 
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• Birte Snilstveit et al. (2012) Narrative approaches to systematic review and synthesis of evidence 
for international development policy and practice. Journal of Development Effectiveness, 4(3), 409-
429. 

Readings on ‘over-researched’ spaces and topics: 
• Elisa Pascucci (2017) The humanitarian infrastructure and the question of over-research: reflections 

on fieldwork in the refugee crises in the Middle East and North Africa. Area, 49(2), 249-255. 
• Mayssoun Sukarieh and Stuart Tannock (2013) On the problem of over-researched communities: 

the case of the Shatila Palestinian Refugee Camp in Lebanon. Sociology, 47(3), 1-15. 
• Tom Clark (2008) ‘We’re over-researched here!’ Exploring accounts of research fatigue within 

qualitative research engagements. Sociology, 42(5), 953-970. 
• Jelke Boesten and Marsha Henry (2018) Between fatigue and silence: the challenges of conducting 

research on sexual violence in conflict. Social Politics, 25(4), 568-588. 
• Marsha Henry (2013) ‘Ten reasons not to write your master’s dissertation on sexual violence in war’. 

The Disorder of Things, https://thedisorderofthings.com/2013/06/04/ten-reasons-not-to-write-your-
masters-dissertation-on-sexual-violence-in-war/ 

5.  Oct 
5 

Research ethics 
In this session, we will 
explore ethical 
considerations, risks, and 
responses associated with 
and underpinning research 
decisions and processes. 
We will refer to UNBC’s 
Research Ethics Board 
guidelines, as well as 
thinking more expansively 
about ethical concerns, 
considerations, and 
responsibilities involved in 
global studies research. 
 

Required readings: 
• Darian-Smith and McCarty, The Global Turn: Ch 4. Global 

research design (sections on ethics: pp. 112-128) 
• Tuhiwai Smith, Decolonizing Methodologies: Ch 6. The 

Indigenous Peoples’ Project: setting a new agenda (section 
on ethical protocols: pp. 134-141) 

• Lee Ann Fujii (2012) Research ethics 101: dilemmas and 
responsibilities. Political Science and Politics, 45(4), 717-723. 

 
Review UNBC research ethics documents: 
• Research risk assessment guidelines, 

https://www2.unbc.ca/sites/default/files/sections/research/res
earchriskassessmentguidelines_0.pdf  

• Research Ethics Board application: research ethics protocol 
for research with human participants, 
https://www2.unbc.ca/office-research-and-
innovation/forms#Research%20Ethics%20Humans 

• Were there any types of 
research-related risk and harm 
discussed in the readings that 
you hadn’t previously 
considered?  

• What are some ethical 
considerations that are 
particular, or particularly 
significant, to global studies 
research? 

• What does it mean to think of 
research ethics beyond the 
framework of the Research 
Ethics Board? Why is this 
important? 
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Other readings on research ethics: 
• Kathleen M. Blee and Ashley Currier (2011) Ethics beyond the IRB: an introductory essay. 

Qualitative Sociology, 34(3), 401-413. 
• Marilys Guillemin and Lynn Gillam (2004) Ethics, reflexivity, and ‘ethically important moments’ in 

research. Qualitative Inquiry, 10(2), 261-280. 
• Giulia Piccolino and Sabine Franklin (2019) The unintended consequences of risk assessment 

regimes: how risk adversity at European universities is affecting African studies. Africa 
Spectrum, 54(3), 268-281. 

• Raul Pacheco-Vega and Kate Parizeau (2018) Doubly engaged ethnography: opportunities and 
challenges when working with vulnerable communities. International Journal of Qualitative Methods, 
17(1), 1609406918790653. 

• Eileen Pittaway et al. (2010) ‘Stop stealing our stories’: the ethics of research with vulnerable 
groups. Journal of Human Rights Practice, 2(2), 229-251. 

• Marion Kalabuanga et al. (2016) The challenges of research informed consent in socioeconomically 
vulnerable populations: a viewpoint from the Democratic Republic of Congo. Developing World 
Bioethics, 16(2), 64-69. 

• Ruth McAreavey and Chaitali Das (2013) A delicate balancing act: negotiating with gatekeepers for 
ethical research when researching minority communities. International Journal of Qualitative 
Methods, 12(1), 113-131. 

• Catriona Mackenzie et al. (2007) Beyond ‘do no harm’: the challenge of constructing ethical 
relationships in refugee research. Journal of Refugee Studies, 20(2), 299-319. 

• Hans M. Louis-Charles et al. (2020). Ethical considerations for postdisaster fieldwork and data 
collection in the Caribbean. American Behavioral Scientist, 64(8), 1129-1144. 

• Chesmal Siriwardhana et al. (2013) Ethical challenges in mental health research among internally 
displaced people. BMC Medical Ethics, 14(1), 13. 

• Guitele J. Rahill et al. (2018) Best intentions are not best practices: lessons learned while 
conducting health research with trauma-impacted female victims of nonpartner sexual violence in 
Haiti. Journal of Black Psychology, 44(7), 595-625. 

• Susanna P. Campbell (2017) Ethics of research in conflict environments. Journal of Global Security 
Studies, 2(1), 89-101. 

• Kate Cronin-Furman and Milli Lake (2018) Ethics abroad: fieldwork in fragile and violent contexts. 
Political Science and Politics, 51(3), 607-614. 

• Miranda Cady Hallett and Sandra Gruner-Domic (2021) Consent, mediation, and complicity: the 
complex ethics of informed consent and scholarly representation in violent contexts. Geopolitics, 
26(1), 70-93. 

• Arne F. Wackenhut (2018) Ethical considerations and dilemmas before, during and after fieldwork 
in less-democratic contexts: some reflections from post-uprising Egypt. The American Sociologist, 
49(2), 242-257. 



 
 

 11 

• Hilary Cremin et al. (2021) Post-abyssal ethics in education research in settings of conflict and crisis: 
stories from the field. British Educational Research Journal, 47(4), 1102-1119. 

• Anne Opie (1992) Qualitative research, appropriation of the ‘other’ and empowerment. Feminist 
Review, 40, 52-69. 

• Donna M. Mertens and Pauline E. Ginsberg (eds.) (2008) The Handbook of Social Research Ethics. 
SAGE Publications. 

• Alex Balch et al. (2020) Guidance on safeguarding in international development research. UK 
Collaborative on Development Research, https://www.ukcdr.org.uk/wp-
content/uploads/2020/04/170420-UKCDR-Guidance-for-Safeguarding-in-International-
Development-Research.pdf  

6.  Oct 
12 

Research design (1) 
In this session, we’ll 
examine broad 
methodological approaches 
to research and factors 
guiding decisions about 
research frameworks, 
strategies, and methods. 
We’ll focus in particular on 
case studies as a particular 
approach to global studies 
research design.  

Required readings: 
• Darian-Smith and McCarty, The Global Turn: Ch 4. Global 

research design (read pp. 92-101) 
• Darian-Smith and McCarty, The Global Turn: Ch 6. A global 

case study method (pp. 178-205) 
• Kaya Yilmaz (2013) Comparison of quantitative and 

qualitative research traditions: epistemological, theoretical, 
and methodological differences. European Journal of 
Education, 48(2), 311-325. 

• Roxani Krystalli et al. (2021) Taking the research experience 
seriously: a framework for reflexive applied research in 
development. Global Studies Quarterly, 1(3), ksab022. 

• What are some key 
considerations that should 
inform decisions about 
research design in the field of 
global studies? 

• What are some reasons for 
adopting a case study design in 
global studies research? What 
is the value of this approach? 

• What type of research 
approach or design is most 
applicable to your own research 
project, and why?  

Other readings on research design: 
• James Mahoney and Gary Goertz (2006) A tale of two cultures: contrasting quantitative and 

qualitative research. Political Analysis, 14, 227-249. 
• Victoria Lawson (1995) The politics of difference: examining the quantitative/qualitative dualism in 

post-structuralist feminist research. The Professional Geographer, 47(4), 449-457.  
• Stacy M. Carter and Miles Little (2007) Justifying knowledge, justifying method, taking action: 

epistemologies, methodologies, and methods in qualitative research. Qualitative Health Research, 
17(10), 1316-1328. 

• Kathryn Roulston and Stephanie Anne Shelton (2015) Reconceptualizing bias in teaching 
qualitative research methods. Qualitative Inquiry, 21(4). 332-342. 

• Bekisizwe S. Ndimande (2012) Decolonizing research in postapartheid South Africa: the politics of 
methodology. Qualitative Inquiry, 18(3), 215-226. 

• Sylvester B. Maphosa (2013) Thinking creatively about methodological issues in conflict-affected 
societies. Journal of Peacebuilding and Development, 8(2), 91-104. 
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• Caroline Doyle and Anthea McCarthy-Jones (2017) Researching in volatile environments and the 
importance of adaptive methods for junior researchers. Qualitative Research Journal, 17(4), 335-
344. 

• Sultan Barakat et al. (2002) The composite approach: research design in the context of war and 
armed conflict. Third World Quarterly, 23(5), 991-1003. 

• Karen Jacobsen and Loren B. Landau (2003) The dual imperative in refugee research: some 
methodological and ethical considerations in social science research on forced migration. Disasters, 
27(3), 185-206. 

• Vincanne Adams et al. (2014) Slow research: thoughts for a movement in global health. Medical 
Anthropology, 33(3), 179-197. 

Other readings on case study approaches: 
• John Gerring (2004) What is a case study and what is it good for? American Political Science 

Review, 98(2), 341-354. 
• Daniela Lai and Roberto Roccu (2019) Case study research and critical IR: the case for the 

extended case methodology. International Relations, 33(1), 67-87. 
• Frances Vavrus and Lesley Bartlett (2006) Comparatively knowing: making a case for the vertical 

case study. Current Issues in Comparative Education, 8(2), 95-103. 
• Thomas B. Pepinsky (2019) The return of the single-country study. The Annual Review of Political 

Science, 22,187-203. 
• Roger Dale (2006) From comparison to translation: extending the research imagination? 

Globalisation, Societies and Education, 4(2), 179-192. 
• Robert K. Yin (2013) Case Study Research: Design and Methods. SAGE Publications.  
• John Gerring (2017) Case Study Research: Principles and Practices. Cambridge University Press. 

7.  Oct 
19 

Midterm review and reflection 
This week will provide a chance to examine learning strategies and experiences with the course to date, as well as highlighting ideas 
and concepts that require further clarification or examination. Time will also be allocated for individual consultations on course 
assessments.  
 
Review readings to date and take note of any ideas or concepts that require further clarification or examination. 

8.  Oct 
26 

Research design (2) 
In this session, we’ll 
examine some operational 
elements of research 
design, or considerations 
associated with the 
implementation of research 

Required readings: 
• Darian-Smith and McCarty, The Global Turn: Ch 4. Global 

research design (sections on sampling, reliability, 
triangulation: pp. 101-112) 

• Darian-Smith and McCarty, The Global Turn: Ch 5. Global 
methods and methodologies (read pp. 129-151) 

• What are some considerations 
that should inform decisions 
about research locations? 
About participants or cases? 

• What do ‘validity’ and ‘reliability’ 
mean in relation to research? 
Why are these important? 
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projects. These will include 
aspects of site selection, 
participation, validity, and 
more. 

• Zina O’Leary (2014) Ch 10. Seeking ‘respondents’. In The 
Essential Guide to Doing Your Research Project, 2nd ed. (181-
200). SAGE Publications. 

• Which sampling and data 
collection methods might be 
relevant to your own research? 
And why? 

Other readings on aspects of research design: 
• Koko Warner (2011) Environmental change and migration: methodological considerations from 

ground-breaking global survey. Population and Environment, 33(1), 3-27. 
• Rebecca V. Bell-Martin and Jerome F. Marston (2021) Confronting selection bias: the normative 

and empirical risks of data collection in violent contexts. Geopolitics, 26(1), 159-192. 
• Nissim Cohen and Tamar Arieli (2011) Field research in conflict environments: methodological 

challenges and snowball sampling. Journal of Peace Research, 48(4), 423-435. 
• David Collier and James Mahoney (1996) Insights and pitfalls: selection bias in qualitative research. 

World Politics, 49(1), 56-81. 
• Robert Adcock and David Collier (2001) Measurement validity: a shared standard for qualitative and 

quantitative research. American Political Science Review, 95(3), 529-546. 
• Stefanie Schwemlein et al. (2016) Indicators for monitoring water, sanitation, and hygiene: a 

systematic review of indicator selection methods. International Journal of Environmental Research 
and Public Health, 13(3), 333. 

• Jason Seawright and John Gerring (2008) Case selection techniques in case study research: a 
menu of qualitative and quantitative options. Political Research Quarterly, 61(2), 294-308. 

• Jeasik Cho and Allen Trent (2006) Validity in qualitative research revisited. Qualitative 
Research, 6(3), 319-340. 

• Karen Bell (2013) Doing qualitative fieldwork in Cuba: social research in politically sensitive 
locations. International Journal of Social Research Methodology, 16(2), 109-124. 

• Cathy MacDonald (2012) Understanding participatory action research: a qualitative research 
methodology option. The Canadian Journal of Action Research, 13(2), 34-50. 

• Sara Kindon et al. (eds.) (2007) Participatory Action Research: Origins, Approaches and Methods. 
Routledge. 

• Julia E. Janes (2016) Democratic encounters? Epistemic privilege, power, and community-based 
participatory action research. Action Research, 14(1), 72-87. 

• Ezgi Irgil et al. (2021) Field research: a graduate student's guide. International Studies 
Review, 23(4), 1495-1517. 

9.  Nov 
2 

Qualitative methods 
In this session, we’ll 
examine approaches to 
qualitative data collection, 
exploring interview- and 

Required readings: 
• Olena Fedyuk and Violetta Zentai (2018) Ch 10. The interview 

in migration studies: a step towards a dialogue and knowledge 
co-production? In R. Zapata-Barrero and E. Yalaz (eds.), 

• What can these different 
qualitative data collection 
methods contribute to global 
studies research? What are 
some possible limitations? 
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discussion-based 
approaches to data 
collection as well as visual 
and arts-based methods and 
archival research. 
 
*Visit to the Northern BC 
Archives at the UNBC library 
[to be confirmed]* 

Qualitative Research in European Migration Studies (171-
188). Springer. 

• Michael Jennings (2006) Using archives. In V. Desai and R. 
B. Potter (eds.), Doing Development Research (241-250). 
SAGE Publications. [e-book available via the UNBC library] 

• Katy Jenkins and Inge Boudewijn (2020) Negotiating access, 
ethics and agendas: using participatory photography with 
women anti-mining activists in Peru. Women's Studies 
International Forum, 82, 102407. 

• What are some considerations 
that should guide the use of 
interview methods in global 
studies research? Of focus 
group methods? Visual 
methods? Archival methods? 

• Which qualitative methods 
might be relevant for your own 
research? And why?  

Other readings on qualitative methods: 
• Pamela Cawthorne (2011) Identity, values and method: taking interview research seriously in 

political economy. Qualitative Research, 1(1), 65-90. 
• Denisa Kostovicova and Eleanor Knott (2022) Harm, change and unpredictability: the ethics of 

interviews in conflict research. Qualitative Research, 22(1), 56-73. 
• Sophie Witter et al. (2017) Experiences of using life histories with health workers in post-conflict 

and crisis settings: methodological reflections. Health Policy and Planning, 32(4), 595-601. 
• Ivor Sokolić (2016) Researching norms, narratives, and transitional justice: focus group 

methodology in post-conflict Croatia. Nationalities Papers, 44(6), 932-949. 
• Rachel Julian et al. (2019) From expert to experiential knowledge: exploring the inclusion of local 

experiences in understanding violence in conflict. Peacebuilding, 7(2), 210-225. 
• Cameron G. Thies (2002) A pragmatic guide to qualitative historical analysis in the study of 

international relations. International Studies Perspectives, 3(4), 351-372.  
• Crystal Fraser and Zoe Todd (2016) Decolonial sensibilities: Indigenous research and engaging 

with archives in contemporary colonial Canada. International Online, 
https://www.internationaleonline.org/research/decolonising_practices/54_decolonial_sensibilities_i
ndigenous_research_and_engaging_with_archives_in_contemporary_colonial_canada/  

• Michelle Leiby (2009) Digging in the archives: the promise and perils of primary documents. Politics 
and Society, 37(1), 75-99. 

• Laia Balcells and Christopher M. Sullivan (2018) New findings from conflict archives: an introduction 
and methodological framework. Journal of Peace Research, 55 (2), 137-146. 

• Ellen Ndeshi Namhila (2016) Content and use of colonial archives: an under-researched issue. 
Archival Science, 16(2), 111-123. 

• Meenal Shrivastava (2017) Invisible women in history and global studies: reflections from an 
archival research project. Globalizations, 14(1), 1-16. 

• Jelena Subotić (2021) Ethics of archival research on political violence. Journal of Peace Research, 
58(3), 342-354. 

• Meredith Loken (2021) Using images as data in political violence research. Journal of Human 
Rights, 20(3), 373-379. 
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• Sophie Harman (2016) Film as research method in African politics and international relations: 
reading and writing HIV/AIDS in Tanzania. African Affairs, 115(461), 733-750. 

• Wanda Vrasti (2008) The strange case of ethnography and international relations. Millennium, 
37(2), 279-301. 

• Jana Krause (2021) The ethics of ethnographic methods in conflict zones. Journal of Peace 
Research, 58(3), 329-341. 

• Uwe Flick (ed.) (2018) The SAGE Handbook of Qualitative Data Collection. SAGE Publications. 
• Lee Ann Fujii (2017) Interviewing in Social Science Research: A Relational Approach. Routledge. 
Readings on remote or distance research methods: 
• Marnie Howlett (2022) Looking at the ‘field’ through a Zoom lens: methodological reflections on 

conducting online research during a global pandemic. Qualitative Research, 22(3), 387-402. 
• Bojana Lobe et al. (2020) Qualitative data collection in an era of social distancing. International 

Journal of Qualitative Methods, 19, 1609406920937875. 
• Johanna Hall et al. (2021) Participatory research approaches in times of Covid-19: a narrative 

literature review. International Journal of Qualitative Methods, 20, 16094069211010087. 
• Claudia Sattler et al. (2022) Participatory research in times of COVID-19 and beyond: adjusting your 

methodological toolkits. One Earth, 5(1), 62-73. 
• Henri Myrttinen and Subhiya Mastonshoeva (2019) From remote control to collaboration: 

conducting NGO research at a distance in Tajikistan. Civil Wars, 21(2), 228-248. 
• Gail Adams-Hutcheson and Robyn Longhurst (2017) ‘At least in person there would have been a 

cup of tea’: interviewing via Skype. Area, 49(2), 148-155. 
• Mandy M. Archibald et al. (2019) Using Zoom videoconferencing for qualitative data collection: 

perceptions and experiences of researchers and participants. International Journal of Qualitative 
Methods, 18, 1609406919874596. 

• Stephanie Tremblay et al. (2021) Conducting qualitative research to respond to COVID-19 
challenges: reflections for the present and beyond. International Journal of Qualitative Methods, 20, 
16094069211009679. 

• David Mwambari et al. (2021) Covid-19 and research in conflict-affected contexts: distanced 
methods and the digitalisation of suffering. Qualitative Research, 1468794121999014. 

10.  Nov 
9 

Quantitative and mixed 
methods 
In this session, we’ll 
examine approaches to 
quantitative data collection, 
including survey research 
methods and the use of 
large datasets. We’ll also 

Required readings: 
• Richard E. Bilsborrow and Sabine J. F. Henry (2012) The use 

of survey data to study migration-environment relationships in 
developing countries: alternative approaches to data 
collection. Population and Environment, 34(1), 113-141. 

• Kristine Eck (2012) In data we trust? A comparison of UCDP 
GED and ACLED conflict events datasets. Cooperation and 
Conflict, 47(10, 124-141. 

• What can quantitative or mixed 
data collection methods 
contribute to global studies 
research? What are some 
possible limitations? 

• What are some considerations 
that should guide the use of 
survey methods in global 
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examine mixed methods 
approaches integrating 
qualitative and quantitative 
elements. 

• Hayam Elshirbiny and Wokje Abrahamse (2020) Public risk 
perception of climate change in Egypt: a mixed methods study 
of predictors and implications. Journal of Environmental 
Studies and Sciences, 10(3), 242-254. 

studies research? Of large 
databases? 

• Could quantitative or mixed 
methods might be relevant for 
your own research? And why? 

Other readings on quantitative and mixed methods: 
• Loksee Leung et al. (2019) Making feminism count: integrating feminist research principles in large-

scale quantitative research on violence against women and girls. Gender and Development, 27(3), 
427-447. 

• Tom W. Smith (2013) Survey-research paradigms old and new. International Journal of Public 
Opinion Research, 25(2), 218-229. 

• Nora C. Schaeffer and Stanley Presser (2003) The science of asking questions. Annual Review of 
Sociology, 29(1), 65-88. 

• Kate Kelley et al. (2003) Good practice in the conduct and reporting of survey research. International 
Journal for Quality in Health Care, 15(3), 261-266. 

• Claudine Prudhon and Paul B. Spiegel (2007) A review of methodology and analysis of nutrition 
and mortality surveys conducted in humanitarian emergencies from October 1993 to April 2004. 
Emerging Themes in Epidemiology, 4(1), 1-11. 

• Alice Bloch (2007) Methodological challenges for national and multi-sited comparative survey 
research. Journal of Refugee Studies, 20(2), 230-247. 

• Tolga Sınmazdemir (2019) Collaborating across borders: challenges and choices in joint survey 
research between local and foreign scholars. Political Science and Politics, 52(3), 503-506. 

• Naila Kabeer (2019) Randomized control trials and qualitative evaluations of a multifaceted 
programme for women in extreme poverty: empirical findings and methodological reflections. 
Journal of Human Development and Capabilities, 20(2), 197-217. 

• Naila Kabeer (2020) ‘Misbehaving’ RCTs: the confounding problem of human agency. World 
Development, 127, 104809. 

• Macartan Humphreys (2015) Reflections on the ethics of social experimentation. Journal of 
Globalization and Development, 6(1), 87-112. 

• Christof Wolf et al. (2016) The SAGE Handbook of Survey Methodology. SAGE Publications. 
• Lior Gideon (ed.) (2012) Handbook of Survey Methodology for the Social Sciences. Springer. 
• Ethan Bueno de Mesquita and Anthony Fowler (2021) Thinking Clearly with Data: A Guide to 

Quantitative Reasoning and Analysis. Princeton University Press. 
• Lawrence Guodaar et al. (2021) Integrating local perceptions with scientific evidence to understand 

climate change variability in northern Ghana: a mixed-methods approach. Applied Geography, 130, 
102440. 

• Peter Davis and Bob Baulch (2011) Parallel realities: exploring poverty dynamics using mixed 
methods in rural Bangladesh. The Journal of Development Studies, 47(1), 118-142. 
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• Stevan M. Weine et al. (2014) Using mixed methods to build knowledge of refugee mental health. 
Intervention, 2(1), 61-77. 

• R. Burke Johnson et al. (2007) Toward a definition of mixed methods research. Journal of Mixed 
Methods Research, 1(2), 112-133. 

• John W. Creswell (2009) Mapping the field of mixed methods research. Journal of Mixed Methods 
Research, 3(2), 95-108. 

• Frieder Wolf (2010) Enlightened eclecticism or hazardous hotchpotch? Mixed methods and 
triangulation strategies in comparative public policy research. Journal of Mixed Methods Research, 
4(2), 144-167. 

• Sharlene N. Hesse-Biber and R. Burke Johnson (eds.) (2015) The Oxford Handbook of Multimethod 
and Mixed Methods Research Inquiry. Oxford University Press. 

• Cheryl N. Poth (2018) Innovation in Mixed Methods Research: A Practical Guide to Integrative 
Thinking with Complexity. SAGE Publications. 

11.  Nov 
16 

Data analysis and 
interpretation  
In this session, we’ll 
examine approaches to 
analysing, interpreting, and 
otherwise ‘making sense’ of 
data collected through 
various methods, with a 
particular focus on 
qualitative analysis.  

Required readings: 
• Michael L. Frazer (2020) Respect for subjects in the ethics of 

causal and interpretive social explanation. American Political 
Science Review, 114(4), 1001-1012. 

• [Other readings to be added] 

• What does it mean to ‘analyse’ 
and ‘interpret’ research data? 

• What are some considerations 
that should guide the analysis 
of qualitative data in global 
studies research? Of 
quantitative data? 

Other readings on data analysis and interpretation: 
• Karen Locke et al. (2022) Coding practices and iterativity: beyond templates for analyzing qualitative 

data. Organizational Research Methods, 25(2), 262-284. 
• Virginia Braun and Victoria Clarke (2021) One size fits all? What counts as quality practice in 

(reflexive) thematic analysis? Qualitative Research in Psychology, 18(3), 328-352. 
• Lee Ann Fujii (2010) Shades of truth and lies: interpreting testimonies of war and violence. Journal 

of Peace Research, 47(2), 231-241. 
• Jennifer Milliken (1999) The study of discourse in international relations: a critique of research and 

methods. European Journal of International Relations, 5(2), 225-254. 
• Norman Fairclough (2013) Critical discourse analysis and critical policy studies. Critical Policy 

Studies, 7(2), 177-197. 
• Allan Luke (2002) Beyond science and ideology critique: developments in critical discourse analysis. 

Annual Review of Applied Linguistics, 22, 96-110. 
• Samuel Knafo (2010) Critical approaches and the legacy of the agent/structure debate in 

international relations. Cambridge Review of International Affairs, 23(3), 493-516. 
• Hidemi Suganami (1999) Agents, structures, narratives. European Journal of International 

Relations, 5(3), 365-386. 
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• Jeffrey Berejikian (1992) Revolutionary collective action and the agent-structure problem. American 
Political Science Review, 86(3), 647-657. 

• Matthew B. Miles et al. (2013) Qualitative Data Analysis. SAGE Publications.  
• Uwe Flick (ed.) (2014) The SAGE Handbook of Qualitative Data Analysis. SAGE Publications. 
• Patricia Bazeley (2018) Integrating Analyses in Mixed Methods Research. SAGE Publications. 

12.  Nov 
23 

Identities, positionality, 
and relationships  
In this session, we’ll explore 
forms the significance and 
implications of identity and 
positionality in research, 
including how researchers 
are situated with respect to 
their research topic and 
location, and how this 
shapes relationships, with 
research participants, 
collaborators, and 
‘gatekeepers’ as well as 
wider research processes 
and outcomes. 
 
 
 

Required readings: 
• Tuhiwai Smith, Decolonizing Methodologies: Ch 7. 

Articulating an Indigenous research agenda (pp. 146-161) 
• Jessica Soedirgo and Aarie Glas (2020) Toward active 

reflexivity: positionality and practice in the production of 
knowledge. Political Science and Politics, 53(3), 527-531. 

• Arda Bilgen, Aftab Nasir, and Julia Schöneberg (2021) Why 
positionalities matter: reflections on power, hierarchy, and 
knowledges in ‘development’ research. Canadian Journal of 
Development Studies, 42(4), 519-536. 

• Ragnhild Lund, Smita Mishra Panda, and Manju Prava Dhal 
(2016) Narrating spaces of inclusion and exclusion in 
research collaboration: researcher-gatekeeper dialogue. 
Qualitative Research, 16(3), 280-292. 

• What questions do these 
readings raise about your own 
research role, identity, and 
positionality in relation to your 
proposed research topic and 
location? 

• What types of relationships are 
described in the reading? Why 
are these significant? And what 
are some associated 
challenges? 

Other readings on positionality and reflexivity: 
• Donna Haraway (1988) Situated knowledges: the science question in feminism and the privilege of 

partial perspective. Feminist Studies, 14(3), 575-599. 
• Farhana Sultana (2007) Reflexivity, positionality and participatory ethics: negotiating fieldwork 

dilemmas in international research. ACME, 6(3), 374-385. 
• Gillian Rose (1997) Situating knowledges: positionality, reflexivities and other tactics. Progress in 

Human Geography, 21(3), 305-320. 
• Ruth Whitson (2017) Painting pictures of ourselves: researcher subjectivity in the practice of feminist 

reflexivity. The Professional Geographer, 69(2), 299-306. 
• Brooke Ackerly and Jacqui True (2008) Reflexivity in practice: power and ethics in feminist research 

on international relations. International Studies Review, 10(4), 693-707. 
• Suzanne Day (2012) A reflexive lens: exploring dilemmas of qualitative methodology through the 

concept of reflexivity. Qualitative Sociology Review, 8(1), 60-85. 
• Maya J. Berry et al. (2017) Toward a fugitive anthropology: gender, race, and violence in the field. 

Cultural Anthropology, 32(4), 537-565. 
• Suruchi Thapar-Björkert and Marsha Henry (2004) Reassessing the research relationship: location, 

position and power in fieldwork accounts. International Journal of Social Research Methodology, 
7(5), 363-381. 
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• Eleni Oikonomidoy and Lynda R. Wiest (2017) Navigating cross-boundary connections in 
educational research. International Journal of Research and Method in Education, 40(1), 53-65. 

• Bahar Baser and Mari Toivanen (2018) Politicized and depoliticized ethnicities, power relations and 
temporality: insights to outsider research from comparative and transnational fieldwork. Ethnic and 
Racial Studies, 41(11), 2067-2084. 

• Michelle Lokot (2019) The space between us: feminist values and humanitarian power dynamics in 
research with refugees. Gender and Development, 27(3), 467-484. 

• Samer Abdelnour and Mai Abu Moghli (2021) Researching violent contexts: a call for political 
reflexivity. Organization, 13505084211030646. 

• Kai M. Thaler (2021) Reflexivity and temporality in researching violent settings: problems with the 
replicability and transparency regime. Geopolitics, 26(1), 18-44. 

• Linda Nordling (2020) ‘Who gets to study whom?’ Sapiens, 
https://www.sapiens.org/culture/anthropology-colonial-history/    

• Sinah T. Kloss (2017) Sexual(ized) harassment and ethnographic fieldwork: a silenced aspect of 
social research. Ethnography, 18(3), 396-414. 

• Shanthi Thambiah et al. (2016) Negotiating male gatekeeper violence in team-based research on 
Bangladeshi migrant women in Malaysia. Gender, Place and Culture, 23(8), 1150-1168.  

Readings on ‘insider’ research: 
• Nerve V. Macaspac (2018) Suspicion and ethnographic peace research (notes from a local 

researcher). International Peacekeeping, 25(5), 677-694. 
• Chisomo Kalinga (2019) Caught between a rock and a hard place: navigating global research 

partnerships in the global South as an indigenous researcher. Journal of African Cultural Studies, 
31(3), 270-272. 

• Juliana Siwale (2015) ‘Why did I not prepare for this?’ The politics of negotiating fieldwork access, 
identity, and methodology in researching microfinance institutions. Sage Open, 5(2), 
215824401558756. 

• Anna R. Guevarra (2006) The Balikbayan researcher: negotiating vulnerability in fieldwork with 
Filipino labor brokers. Journal of Contemporary Ethnography, 35(5), 526-551. 

Other readings on research relationships: 
• Jude Fransman and Kate Newman (2019) Rethinking research partnerships: evidence and the 

politics of participation in research partnerships for international development. Journal of 
International Development, 31(7), 523-544. 

• Jude Fransman et al. (2021) Beyond partnerships: embracing complexity to understand and 
improve research collaboration for global development. Canadian Journal of Development Studies, 
42(3), 326-346. 

• Lisa M. Campbell et al. (2006) Gatekeepers and keymasters: dynamic relationships of access in 
geographical fieldwork. Geographical Review, 96(1), 97-121.  



 
 

 20 

• Gemma van der Haar et al. (2013) Interactive research and the construction of knowledge in conflict-
affected settings. Disasters, 37, S20-S35. 

• Christine Bonnin (2010) Navigating fieldwork politics, practicalities and ethics in the upland 
borderlands of northern Vietnam. Asia Pacific Viewpoint, 51(2), 179-192. 

• Mateja Celestina (2018) Between trust and distrust in research with participants in conflict context. 
International Journal of Social Research Methodology, 21(3), 373-383. 

Readings on relations with ‘local’ researchers and research ‘brokers’: 
• Mayssoun Sukarieh and Stuart Tannock (2019) Subcontracting academia: alienation, exploitation 

and disillusionment in the UK overseas Syrian refugee research industry. Antipode, 51(2), 664-680. 
• Swati Parashar (2019) Research brokers, researcher identities and affective performances: the 

insider/outsider conundrum. Civil Wars, 21(2), 249-270. 
• Kevin Deane and Sara Stevano (2016) Towards a political economy of the use of research 

assistants: reflections from fieldwork in Tanzania and Mozambique. Qualitative Research, 16(2), 
213-228. 

• Nausheen H. Anwar and Sarwat Viqar (2017) Research assistants, reflexivity and the politics of 
fieldwork in urban Pakistan. Area, 49(1), 114-121. 

• Berit Bliesemann de Guevara et al. (2020) Researching with ‘local’ associates: power, trust and 
data in an interpretive project on communities’ conflict knowledge in Myanmar. Civil Wars, 22(4), 
427-452. 

• Akhil Gupta (2014) Authorship, research assistants and the ethnographic field. Ethnography, 15, 3, 
394-400. 

• David Mwambari (2019) Local positionality in the production of knowledge in Northern Uganda. 
International Journal of Qualitative Methods, 18, 1609406919864845. 

• Maria Eriksson Baaz and Mats Utas (2019) Exploring the backstage: methodological and ethical 
issues surrounding the role of research brokers in insecure zones. Civil Wars, 21(2), 157-178. 

• Elizabeth Tilley and Marc Kalina (2021) ‘My flight arrives at 5 am, can you pick me up?’: the 
gatekeeping burden of the African academic. Journal of African Cultural Studies, 33(4), 538-548. 

• Ferdinand M. Okwaro and P. W. Geissler (2015) In/dependent collaborations: perceptions and 
experiences of African scientists in transnational HIV research. Medical Anthropology Quarterly, 
29(4), 492-511. 

13.  Nov 
30 

Experiences as 
researchers 
In this final session, we’ll 
shift our focus to an 
important but often sidelined 
aspect of research methods: 
the experience and 

Required readings: 
• Roxani Krystalli (2021) Narrating victimhood: dilemmas and 

(in)dignities. International Feminist Journal of Politics, 23(1), 
125-146. 

• Christine Sylvester (ed.) (2011) The forum: emotion and the 
feminist IR researcher. International Studies Review, 13(4), 
687-708. 

• What new questions do these 
readings raise about issues 
covered in previous weeks of 
the course? About research 
questions and concepts? 
Ethics? Research design? Data 
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emotions of doing research 
and the effects of this 
experience on researchers 
themselves. 
 

collection methods? 
Positionality and relationships?  

• What do these readings tell us 
about the experience and 
effects of doing research? How 
does this affect your 
understanding of your own role 
as a researcher? 

Other readings on research experiences, emotions, and effects: 
• Katarina Kušić and Jakub Záhora (2020) Fieldwork, failure, international relations. E-International 

Relations, https://www.e-ir.info/2020/03/30/fieldwork-failure-international-relations/  
• Helena Nassif (2017) To fear and to defy: emotions in the field. Contemporary Levant, 2(1), 49-54. 
• Emma Williamson et al. (2020) Secondary trauma: emotional safety in sensitive research. Journal 

of Academic Ethics, 18(1), 55-70. 
• Calla Hummel and Dana El Kurd (2021) Mental health and fieldwork. Political Science and Politics, 

54(1), 121-125. 
• Michael Bloor et al. (2010) Unprepared for the worst: risks of harm for qualitative researchers. 

Methodological Innovations Online, 5(1), 45-55. 
• Lamia Moghnieh (2017) ‘The violence we live in’: reading and experiencing violence in the field. 

Contemporary Levant, 2(1), 24-36.  
• Cyanne E. Loyle and Alicia Simoni (2017) Researching under fire: political science and researcher 

trauma. Political Science and Politics, 50(1), 141-145. 
• Ariana Markowitz (2019) The better to break and bleed with: research, violence, and trauma. 

Geopolitics, 26(1), 94-117. 
• Kimberly Howe (2022) Trauma to self and other: reflections on field research and conflict. Security 

Dialogue, 53(4), 363-381. 
• Julia Chaitin (2003) ‘I wish he hadn’t told me that’: methodological and ethical issues in social trauma 

and conflict research. Qualitative Health Research, 13(8), 1145-1154. 
• Jan Coles et al. (2014) A qualitative exploration of researcher trauma and researchers’ responses 

to investigating sexual violence. Violence Against Women, 20(1), 95-117. 
• Philipp Schulz and Anne-Kathrin Kreft (2021) Researching conflict-related sexual violence: a 

conversation between early-career researchers. International Feminist Journal of Politics, 23(3), 
496-504. 

• Philipp Schulz et al. (2022) Self-care for gender-based violence researchers: beyond bubble baths 
and chocolate pralines. Qualitative Research, 14687941221087868. 

• Morgan Brigg and Roland Bleiker (2010) Autoethnographic international relations: exploring the self 
as a source of knowledge. Review of International Studies, 36(3), 779-798. 
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4. Course assessments  
Assessment 
components 

 
1. Research proposal 

Total: 
60% of 
course 
grade 

Over the course of the semester, you’ll compile a plan for a research project on 
a global issue of your choice. The four components will be completed in stages 
and will be submitted consecutively. (If you have already prepared a proposal 
as part of your graduate research or another project, this assessment will be 
approached as a critical review and development of these components.) 
A. Research background and approach: The first component will include an 
introduction to your research ‘puzzle’ and objectives, a discussion of its 
background/context and significance, an overview of your overarching 
theoretical approach, and working version of your central research question. 

15% 
 
Due Sept 
29 

B. Literature review: The second component will be a review of literature 
relevant to your research topic, presenting a synthesis of scholarly work on the 
topic and discussing how your thinking about the topic has been informed by, 
and how your project builds on and adds to, this existing work. You’ll also 
present working definitions of the key concepts to be explored and an updated 
formulation of your research question. 

15% 
 
Due Oct 
21 

C. Research design and data collection: The third component will involve a 
description and discussion of how you might collect information and evidence 
for your proposed research, including an overview of and rationale for potential 
data sources and collection methods, whether these are qualitative, 
quantitative, or mixed methods.  

15% 
 
Due Nov 
10 

D. Ethical review and reflections: For this final component, you’ll work through 
the relevant sections of the UNBC research ethics application. You’ll also 
critically reflect on broader ethical considerations relevant to your proposed 
research, including aspects of relationships, identity, and knowledge production. 

15% 
 
Due Dec 
2 

2. Final learning reflection 
20% of 
course 
grade 
 
Due Dec 
16 

This final reflection piece will examine how your own understanding of research 
in global studies and your understanding of yourself as a researcher have been 
shaped through your engagement with the course. The aim of this assessment 
is to encourage self-reflection, analysis, and insight – regarding course content 
and, more importantly, your own learning process. The reflection should draw 
out themes or links between readings, class discussions, and more, and can be 
presented in standard written format or using creative forms of expression.  
3. Course engagement 

20% of 
course 
grade 
 
Due Dec 
16 

Engagement is a core element of this course. This requires, and extends well 
beyond, attendance to include preparedness for and contributions to seminar 
discussions, engagement with course readings, and more. Engagement can 
involve asking questions, sharing reflections on readings, actively listening to 
and engaging in class discussions, sharing media or other examples related to 
class topics, and more. You’ll assess your own level of engagement for this 
course, commenting on your contributions to class discussions, engagement 
with course readings, and other forms of participation, based on the rubric 
provided. You’ll submit this at the same time as your learning reflection, in one 
document.  

 
More detailed guidelines will be provided over the course of the semester. If you have any 
questions about any of the course assessments, please don’t hesitate to get in touch!  
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Submissions 
and extensions 

All assessments for this course will be submitted electronically via the Moodle course page, 
under the ‘Course Assessments’ section. Separate submission links will be visible for each 
assessment. Please submit your assessments in Word format. Feedback and grades for 
submitted assessments will also be provided via Moodle. 
 
Assessment deadlines are meant to help you organise your time across the semester as well 
as ensuring that I can provide feedback to in time to inform subsequent assessments. If for 
some reason you cannot meet an assessment date, please get in touch with me as soon as 
possible so that we can find a solution. I will almost always grant reasonable extensions upon 
request. Extensions must be requested before the due date. I may request that you provide a 
draft of your assignment at the time of the extension request, to show that you have made some 
progress. Assessments handed in after the submission date without an approved extension will 
be deducted 5% per day (with the exception of Saturdays and Sundays). After 7 days from the 
initial submission deadline, late submissions without an approved extension will not be 
accepted. 

Grading system Grades for all assessments will be based on the grading scale in Section 16 of the UNBC 
graduate calendar at https://www2.unbc.ca/calendar/graduate/regulations. The passing grade 
is B- for all courses taken towards a graduate degree.  
 

Numerical mark (%) Letter grade UNBC grade point 
90-100% A+ 4.33 
85-89.9% A 4.0 
80-84.9% A- 3.67 
77-79.9% B+ 3.33 
73-76.9% B 3.0 
70-72.9% B- 2.67 

 

 
5. Research and referencing  
Finding 
research 
material 

When preparing for assessments you can draw on the course readings, but you must also 
conduct your own research through the UNBC library (https://library.unbc.ca/). The work that you 
submit must be based on independent research and reading. You can draw on a range of 
different types of sources – but these must include peer-reviewed literature such as academic 
journal articles and books.  
 
The UNBC library should be your starting point for academic research and has a range of 
resources to help you find, access, and use scholarly resources: 
• There is a general guide on ‘Starting your research’ at https://libguides.unbc.ca/ints/starting-

your-research  
• You can use subject-specific guides, including the Global and International Studies Research 

Guide (https://libguides.unbc.ca/ints), to access a wide range of research sources and 
supports 

• There is an online system for booking appointments and finding dedicated research 
workshops and sessions at https://unbc.libcal.com/  

• The library reference desk can be accessed in person, at Library@unbc.ca, or at 250-960-
6475 

• The subject librarian for Global and International Studies is Kealin McCabe, who can be 
reached at Kealin.McCabe@unbc.ca or 250-960-6473 

Plagiarism 
and academic 
integrity 

When you incorporate the words, ideas, graphics, or other products from someone else’s work 
into your projects, you must give credit by providing a citation and reference to the source work. 
Plagiarism is the use of any source of information and ideas without properly acknowledging its 
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author(s) or the misrepresentation of another’s work as your own – either intentionally or 
unintentionally – whether through quoting, paraphrasing, or summarising. Plagiarism is a serious 
breach of academic integrity and is subject to academic sanctions and disciplinary measures.  
 
To minimise the risks of plagiarism, present information drawn from sources in your own words, 
clearly indicate direct quotes, and properly cite all sources used. These citation practices are 
also ways of showing the work that you have put into your research and writing, as well as your 
engagement with existing literature! When referencing sources in your writing, please use one 
referencing/citation system – you can choose the style that you’re most familiar with – and use it 
consistently. You can find guidelines on citation styles at https://libguides.unbc.ca/cite and at 
https://www2.unbc.ca/academic-success-centre/handouts. If you have any questions about how 
to find peer-reviewed material or relevant sources for your research, or any questions about citing 
your references, please get in touch with me!  
 
It is your responsibility to understand what plagiarism is and how to avoid it. You can read more 
about academic integrity and associated university policies via the UNBC page on Students' 
Rights and Responsibilities: Academic and Non-Academic Student Conduct, at 
https://www2.unbc.ca/policy/students-rights-and-responsibilities. UNBC’s Academic Success 
Centre has information of plagiarism at https://www2.unbc.ca/academic-success-
centre/handouts. You should also familiarise yourself with the university’s academic regulations 
and policies set out in the UNBC Graduate Calendar on Graduate General Regulations and 
Policies, at https://www2.unbc.ca/calendar/graduate/regulations. These include important 
reminders regarding academic misconduct. 

The politics of 
citation 

Citation is a political practice. As Awino Okech (2018) explains, ‘Citation as an academic practice 
of locating your work within a body of existing scholarship, is also about which gendered, 
racialised and classed scholars are acknowledged as contributors in a field’. And according to 
Kelly Baker (2019), ‘Who we cite matters because citation reproduces the inequalities in our 
disciplines or scholarship, as well as the larger world… Our citations tell what and who matters 
to us. They reveal our politics, sometimes unknowingly, to those who encounter our work’. When 
conducting research, consider who you are reading and who you are citing. Whose knowledges 
are represented? How does this affect the ways in which you understand and explore the topic? 
And why does this matter more broadly? For some discussions of the politics of citation, see: 
• Zoe Todd, ‘An Indigenous feminist’s take on the ontological turn’, 

https://zoestodd.com/2014/10/24/an-indigenous-feminists-take-on-the-ontological-turn-
ontology-is-just-another-word-for-colonialism/   

• Awino Okech, ‘Cite African feminists: some readings’, 
https://medium.com/@awino.okech/reading-list-bddc1e71f6fd   

• Victor Ray, ‘The racial politics of citation’, 
https://www.insidehighered.com/advice/2018/04/27/racial-exclusions-scholarly-citations-
opinion   

• Sara Ahmed, ‘Making feminist points’, https://feministkilljoys.com/2013/09/11/making-
feminist-points/  

 
For resources on a range of world politics issues, one excellent resource is the Global Social 
Theory page (https://globalsocialtheory.org/), which provides comprehensive overviews and lists 
of resources of key concepts, topics, and thinkers from a range of global perspectives.  

 
6. Accessibility, accommodations, and wellbeing  
Accessibility, 
accommodations, 

I want to ensure that this course is as accessible as possible, by assisting with the provision 
of academic accommodations and other supports. If you require accommodations of any kind 
(e.g. for assessments), please contact me at the earliest opportunity – ideally during the first 
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and academic 
support 

week of the semester – so that we can sort out appropriate arrangements. In the event of any 
prolonged illness, mental health concern, or personal matter that might affect your class 
attendance, participation, and/or assessments, please contact me as soon as you can. 
 
UNBC’s Access Resource Centre (ARC) aims to assist in reducing the physical, attitudinal, 
and systemic barriers faced by students with disabilities, including via reasonable 
accommodations. The ARC provides services for students with documented disabilities, 
including but not limited to chronic health issues, hearing and visual impairments, learning 
disabilities and attention deficit/hyperactivity disorders, mental health and neurological 
disabilities, mobility and other physical disabilities, and temporary impairments related to 
illness or injury. Students who would like to receive access and academic accommodations 
through the ARC need to self-identify and register with the centre. More information is 
available at https://www2.unbc.ca/access-resource-centre. Guidance on registration can be 
found at https://www2.unbc.ca/access-resource-centre/how-register. You can find the ARC 
in Room 10-1048 of the Teaching and Learning Building (Building 10), or contact at 250-960-
5682 or arc@unbc.ca.  
 
UNBC’s Academic Success Centre (ASC) offers a variety of face-to-face and online tutoring 
services, as well as academic writing support, study skills support, and more, as well as a 
range of online resources and peer-led programmes. All ASC services are free to UNBC 
students. More information is available at https://www2.unbc.ca/academic-success-centre. 
The ASC is located on the first floor of the Geoffrey R. Weller Library, and you can contact 
them at 250-960-6367 or asc@unbc.ca. 
 
For student advising services, undergraduate students should contact advising@unbc.ca for 
more information. Graduate students should contact futuregradstudents@unbc.ca. 

Other wellbeing 
supports 

Everyone can experience stress and anxiety, and all of us can benefit from support in 
situations of academic challenges, distance from family and friends, mental and physical 
health difficulties, systemic and structural discrimination and violence, and more. I will do my 
best to provide as much support as you need over the course of this semester. And please 
take care of your own health and wellbeing and ask for help when you need it! Asking for 
support sooner rather than later is almost always helpful.  
 
If you need support beyond what I can provide, the following university services and supports 
are available: 
• UNBC Counselling Services (https://www2.unbc.ca/counselling): Room 5-196 or contact 

at 250-960-6369 or wellness@unbc.ca for free sessions in person or via telephone or 
video 

• Counsellor focusing on support for racialised students: Joyce Henley, 250-960-6369  
• UNBC First Nations Centre (https://www2.unbc.ca/indigenous-resource-dati/first-nations-

centre): contact at 250-960-5772, other key contacts are listed at 
https://www2.unbc.ca/indigenous-resource-dati/contact  

• Northern Women’s Centre at UNBC (https://web.unbc.ca/~empower/): contact at 250-
960-5632 or empower@unbc.ca  

• Northern Pride Centre (https://www.facebook.com/northernpridecentre): Room 6-344 or 
contact at prideunbc@gmail.com  

• Interfaith Spiritual Care Centre (https://www2.unbc.ca/spiritual-care): Room 4-154 or 
contact at 250-960-5285 or spiritual.care@unbc.ca 

• UNBC Response and Support Team for reporting sexual violence or misconduct 
(https://www2.unbc.ca/sexual-violence): contact Sarah Elliott 
Director of Safety and Security, at sarah.elliott@unbc.ca or 250-960-5535 or 250-614-
9633 (cell) 
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• UNBC Medical Clinic (https://www2.unbc.ca/medical-clinic): Room 5-106 or contact at 
250-960-6370 or clinic@unbc.ca  

• UNBC NUGGS food bank (https://www.nugss.ca/food-bank): NUGSS office in 6-370 or 
contact at nugss-foodbank@unbc.ca  

• International Student Support (https://www2.unbc.ca/international/academic-and-career-
support): Room 7-148 or contact at 250-960-5858 or ie@unbc.ca 

 
Other local and provincial resources include: 
• Crisis Centre for Northern BC (https://crisis-centre.ca/): contact for 24/7 confidential 

emotional support, suicide intervention, and referral information at 250-563-1214 or 1-
888-562-1214 (toll-free) 

• Here2talk (https://here2talk.ca): contact at 1-877-857-3397 for free mental health 
services and referrals for all BC post-secondary students 

• Prince George Sexual Assault Centre (https://www.pgsac.org/): 1460 4th Ave or contact 
at 250-564-8302 

• Smart Sex Resource (https://smartsexresource.com/): search for clinics in Prince George 
at https://smartsexresource.com/get-tested/clinic-finder  

• Phoenix Transition Society (https://www.phoenixtransitionsociety.net/): contact domestic 
violence shelter at 250-563-7305 or phoenix.house@shaw.ca, contact Homelessness 
Prevention Program at 236-423-4222 

• Native Healing Centre at the Prince George Native Friendship Centre 
(http://www.pgnfc.com/programs_services.html): 1600 3rd Ave or contact at 250-564-
4324  

• Residential School Support national 24-7 crisis line: 1-866-925-4419 
• Canadian Mental Health Association, Northern BC Branch (https://northernbc.cmha.ca/): 

1152 3rd Ave or contact at 250-564-8644 or 1-866-564-8644 (toll free) 
• Trans Care BC (http://www.phsa.ca/transcarebc/): contact at 1-866-999-1514 (toll free) 

or 604-675-3647 or transcareteam@phsa.ca  
• Salvation Army Food Bank (https://www.sapg.ca/services/food-bank): contact at 250-

564-4000 
 


