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Safety

Refugees and other displaced people can face serious repercussions 

to their own safety due to their involvement in research. This can 
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Co-produced Research in Practice

In each stage of the process, there are many ethical questions and issues that arise when 

undertaking co-produced research with refugees and other displaced people. The questions 

�•�Ä�”�‘�«�Þ�Þ�ê�˜�Þ�‘�”�«�Þ�Ž�ê�Þ�Þ�˜�”�‘�•�˜�½�Ë�ö�‘�Ë���˜�Ú�‘�Þ�Ë�Ã�˜�‘�£�ê�«�”�•�Ä�Ž�˜�‘�«�Ä�‘�Ú�˜�½�•�æ�«�Ë�Ä�‘�æ�Ë�‘�Þ�Ë�Ã�˜�‘�Ë�¢�‘�æ�¨�˜�‘�Ã�Ë�Ú�˜�‘�Ž�Ë�Ã�Ã�Ë�Ä�‘

issues. However, they are not intended to represent all the issues that may arise. 

�b�¨�˜�Ú�˜�‘�«�Þ�‘�«�Ä�Þ�ê���Ž�«�˜�Ä�æ�‘�æ�«�Ã�˜�¡�‘

�•�ê�”�£�˜�æ�¡�‘�•�Ä�”�‘�Ë�æ�¨�˜�Ú�‘�Ú�˜�Þ�Ë�ê�Ú�Ž�˜�Þ 

to engage with communities 

meaningfully and ethically

�b�¨�˜�‘�Ú�˜�Þ�˜�•�Ú�Ž�¨�‘�æ�˜�•�Ã�‘�”�Ë�˜�Þ�‘�Ä�Ë�æ�‘

�¨�•�õ�˜�‘�æ�¨�˜�‘�Ä�˜�Ž�˜�Þ�Þ�•�Ú�ü�‘�Þ�º�«�½�½�Þ to 

undertake co-produced research 

�[�æ�Ú�ê�Ž�æ�ê�Ú�•�½�‘�•�•�Ú�Ú�«�˜�Ú�Þ�‘�Ú�˜�½�•�æ�«�Ä�£�‘�æ�Ë�‘

�•�ê�æ�¨�Ë�Ú�Þ�¨�«�×�‘�½�«�Ã�«�æ�‘�æ�¨�˜�‘�×�Ë�æ�˜�Ä�æ�«�•�½�‘�¢�Ë�Ú�‘

�˜�Ù�ê�«�æ�•�•�½�˜�‘�Ú�˜�Ž�Ë�£�Ä�«�æ�«�Ë�Ä�‘�Ë�¢�‘�Ú�˜�Þ�˜�•�Ú�Ž�¨�‘

�Ž�Ë�Ä�æ�Ú�«�•�ê�æ�«�Ë�Ä. For example, student 

researchers may be restricted in the 

extent to which they can co-author 

with other researchers.

�b�¨�˜�Ú�˜�‘�«�Þ�‘�Ä�Ë�‘�«�”�˜�Ä�æ�«���•�•�½�˜�‘�Ä�˜�˜�”�‘�¢�Ë�Ú�‘

�æ�¨�˜�‘�Ú�˜�Þ�˜�•�Ú�Ž�¨�‘or the risks of harm 

caused by the research outweigh 

�æ�¨�˜�‘�×�Ë�æ�˜�Ä�æ�«�•�½�‘�•�˜�Ä�˜���æ�Þ� 31

Is co-produced research the right approach?

���Ë�±�×�Ú�Ë�”�ê�Ž�˜�”�‘�Ú�˜�Þ�˜�•�Ú�Ž�¨�‘�ö�«�æ�¨�‘�Ú�˜�¢�ê�£�˜�˜�Þ�‘�•�Ä�”�‘�Ë�æ�¨�˜�Ú�‘�”�«�Þ�×�½�•�Ž�˜�”�‘�×�˜�Ë�×�½�˜�‘�Ž�•�Ä�‘�½�˜�•�”�‘�æ�Ë�‘�Ä�ê�Ã�˜�Ú�Ë�ê�Þ�‘�•�˜�Ä�˜���æ�Þ�‘

for both the generation of knowledge and the various stakeholders involved in and impacted by 

the research. However, co-produced research may not be the best research approach to take in 

situations where:

In situations where co-produced research is considered not to be a suitable approach, 

researchers should consider what steps they may be able to take to overcome these barriers 

to co-production, and what alternative participatory approaches to research they could 

nevertheless undertake. Engaging refugees and other people with lived experience of 

displacement is not an all-or-nothing endeavour.

For example, researchers and other stakeholders should consider refugee-led research as 

another viable option. 32 They should also consider how research ideas and objectives initiated 

by organisations led by refugees and other displaced people can be best supported.

Co-produced Research in Practice

Setting the research agenda

A central foundation for authentic co-produced research is co-design. This is 

where all people involved jointly make decisions about the aims and focus of the 

research, and how these aims are to be achieved. 33 Some aspects of co-design 

include collectively determining which research questions to examine, how to 

gather data, and how to assign roles and responsibilities. It is at this stage of the 

project that applications for funding are also often sought.

Although the idea of co-design is relatively simple, its implementation in 

practice is rarely straightforward. At the time of agenda setting, relationships 

of trust have often not been established 

and power asymmetries among prospective 

researchers and other stakeholders are 
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Undertaking ethics review 

Institutional ethics approval is an increasingly common requirement for research projects involving 

�«�Ä�æ�˜�Ú�õ�«�˜�ö�Þ�‘�•�Ä�”�­�Ë�Ú�‘���˜�½�”�ö�Ë�Ú�º� �‘���×�×�½�«�Ž�•�æ�«�Ë�Ä�Þ�‘�¢�Ë�Ú�‘�•�×�×�Ú�Ë�õ�•�½�‘�•�Ú�˜�‘�£�˜�Ä�˜�Ú�•�½�½�ü�‘�Ž�Ë�Ä�Þ�«�”�˜�Ú�˜�”�‘�•�ü�‘�ê�Ä�«�õ�˜�Ú�Þ�«�æ�ü�‘

ethics committees when research projects involve academic or student researchers. However, 

�«�Ä�Þ�æ�«�æ�ê�æ�«�Ë�Ä�•�½�‘�˜�æ�¨�«�Ž�Þ�‘�Ú� �̃õ�«�˜�ö�‘�Ã�•�ü�‘�•�½�Þ�Ë�‘�•�˜�‘�ê�Ä�”�˜�Ú�æ�•�º�˜�Ä�‘�•�ü�‘�•���˜�Ž�æ�˜�”�‘�Ž�Ë�Ã�Ã�ê�Ä�«�æ�ü�‘�Ë�Ú�£�•�Ä�«�Þ�•�æ�«�Ë�Ä�Þ�¡�‘�”�Ë�Ä�Ë�Ú�Þ�¡�‘

NGOs, governments, and other stakeholders.

�+�Ä�Þ�æ�«�æ�ê�æ�«�Ë�Ä�•�½�‘�˜�æ�¨�«�Ž�Þ�‘�Ú� �̃õ�«�˜�ö�‘�×�Ú�Ë�Ž�˜�Þ�Þ�˜�Þ�‘�×�½�•�ü�‘�•�Ä�‘�«�Ã�×�Ë�Ú�æ�•�Ä�æ�‘�Ú�Ë�½�˜�‘�«�Ä�‘�”�«�Ú�˜�Ž�æ�«�Ä�£�‘�Ú�˜�Þ�˜�•�Ú�Ž�¨�˜�Ú�Þ�‘�æ�Ë�‘�Ú�˜�	�˜�Ž�æ�‘�ê�×�Ë�Ä�‘

the social and cultural implications of their work and to develop risk-management strategies prior 

to commencing research involving human participants. Yet, this does not mean that institutional 

ethics review processes guarantee ethical research. 

Research has shown that institutional ethics review processes, particularly those conducted by 

universities, are not always familiar with research methods grounded in co-production and are not 

always well suited to undertake this review. 35 Ethics committees may, for example, lack relevant 

expertise to properly consider community interests and may make inaccurate assumptions 

about the vulnerability or capacity of research team members and other research participants. 

�+�Ä�Þ�æ�«�æ�ê�æ�«�Ë�Ä�•�½�‘�Ú� �̃õ�«�˜�ö�‘�×�Ú�Ë�Ž�˜�Þ�Þ�˜�Þ�‘�•�½�Þ�Ë�‘�ê�Þ�ê�•�½�½�ü�‘�•�Þ�Þ�˜�Þ�Þ�‘�˜�æ�¨�«�Ž�•�½�‘�«�Þ�Þ�ê�˜�Þ�‘�•�æ�‘�•�‘���û�˜�”�‘�Ã�Ë�Ã�˜�Ä�æ�‘�«�Ä�‘�æ�«�Ã�˜�¡�‘�ö�¨�«�Ž�¨�‘

is at odds with the realities of co-produced research, where researchers need to be ethically 

responsive and adaptable to shifting circumstances as they arise. 

A further issue is that institutional ethics review processes often orient compliance and ethical 

accountability towards powerholders such as universities rather than those communities most 



20 21

Reporting and disseminating the research

As co-produced research seeks in many cases to inform social change and contribute to more 

democratic forms of knowledge production, it is necessary that research teams consider how 

�•�˜�Þ�æ�‘�æ�Ë�‘�”�«�Þ�Þ�˜�Ã�«�Ä�•�æ�˜�‘�Ú�˜�Þ�˜�•�Ú�Ž�¨�‘���Ä�”�«�Ä�£�Þ�‘�•�Ä�”�‘�Ú�˜�×�Ë�Ú�æ�‘�Ë�Ä�‘�Ú�˜�Þ�ê�½�æ�Þ� �‘�b�¨�«�Þ�‘�«�Ä�Ž�½�ê�”�˜�Þ�‘�Ž�Ë�Ä�Þ�«�”�˜�Ú�«�Ä�£�‘�ö�¨�Ë�‘�«�Þ�‘�•�˜�Þ�æ�‘

�Þ�«�æ�ê�•�æ�˜�”�‘�ö�«�æ�¨�«�Ä�‘�æ�¨�˜�‘�Ú�˜�Þ�˜�•�Ú�Ž�¨�‘�æ�˜�•�Ã�‘�æ�Ë�‘�«�Ä�	�ê�˜�Ä�Ž�˜�‘�Þ�Ë�Ž�«�•�½�‘�Ž�¨�•�Ä�£�˜� �‘�+�æ�‘�•�½�Þ�Ë�‘�«�Ä�õ�Ë�½�õ�˜�Þ�‘�Ž�Ë�Ä�Þ�«�”�˜�Ú�«�Ä�£�‘�ö�¨�˜�Ú�˜�‘

�æ�Ë�‘�×�ê�•�½�«�Þ�¨�‘���Ä�”�«�Ä�£�Þ�¡�‘�«�Ä�‘�ö�¨�«�Ž�¨�‘�Ã�˜�”�«�ê�Ã�Þ�¡�‘�•�Ä�”�‘�«�Ä�‘�ö�¨�«�Ž�¨�‘�½�•�Ä�£�ê�•�£�˜�Þ� �‘

While academic research has traditionally been shared in books, journal articles and at 

�•�Ž�•�”�˜�Ã�«�Ž�‘�Ž�Ë�Ä�¢�˜�Ú�˜�Ä�Ž�˜�Þ�¡�‘�æ�¨�˜�Þ�˜�‘�Ã�˜�”�«�ê�Ã�Þ�‘�•�Ú�˜�‘�Ä�Ë�æ�‘�•�½�ö�•�ü�Þ�‘�•�Ž�Ž�˜�Þ�Þ�«�•�½�˜�‘�æ�Ë�‘�•���˜�Ž�æ�˜�”�‘�Ž�Ë�Ã�Ã�ê�Ä�«�æ�«�˜�Þ�¡�‘

or to researchers who are refugees or otherwise displaced. Instead (or in addition), it may be 

�×�Ú�˜�¢�˜�Ú�•�•�½�˜�‘�æ�Ë�‘�Þ�¨�•�Ú�˜�‘�Ú�˜�Þ�˜�•�Ú�Ž�¨�‘���Ä�”�«�Ä�£�Þ�‘�æ�¨�Ú�Ë�ê�£�¨�‘�Ã�Ë�Ú�˜�‘�•�Ž�Ž�˜�Þ�Þ�«�•�½�˜�‘�Ã�˜�”�«�ê�Ã�Þ�‘�Þ�ê�Ž�¨�‘�•�Þ�‘�×�Ë�½�«�Ž�ü�‘�•�Ú�«�˜�¢�Þ�¡�‘

blogs, podcasts, explainer videos, reports, media releases or interactive workshops with relevant 

stakeholders. 40 To the fullest extent possible, researchers with lived experience of displacement 

should be included in the research dissemination process.

Evaluating research impact

One of the biggest risks of undertaking co-produced research with refugees and other displaced 

people is that the research does not accomplish what it said it would achieve. This is particularly 

�•�‘�Ž�Ë�Ä�Ž�˜�Ú�Ä�‘�¢�Ë�Ú�‘�•���˜�Ž�æ�˜�”�‘�Ž�Ë�Ã�Ã�ê�Ä�«�æ�«�˜�Þ�‘�ö�¨�Ë�‘�Ž�Ë�Ä�æ�Ú�«�•�ê�æ�˜�‘�æ�Ë�‘�Ú�˜�Þ�˜�•�Ú�Ž�¨�‘�×�Ú�Ë�¶�˜�Ž�æ�Þ�‘�«�Ä�‘�£�Ë�Ë�”�‘�¢�•�«�æ�¨� �‘�(�Ë�ö�˜�õ�˜�Ú�¡�‘

it is also relevant to funding bodies, co-researchers, and other stakeholders. In all cases, this risk 

must be clearly set out before the research bid is made and then again before the actual research 

is undertaken. As discussed previously, setting expectations from the outset of the project is 

important in this regard. 
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