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Programme at a Glance 
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Keynote: Mendel & 
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Poster Session Wednesday 11:45-12:45 GALLERY/LIBRARY 

Session 1 Wednesday 14:15-15:45 6 parallel rooms 

Session 2 Wednesday 16:00-17:30 5 parallel rooms 

Keynote: 
Strandenaes 

Thursday 09:00–09:45 Plenary Hall 

Keynote: Verbic Thursday 12:00–12:45 Plenary Hall 

Session 3 Thursday 10:00-11:30 6 parallel rooms 

Session 4 Thursday 14:15-15:45 6 parallel rooms 

Session 5 Thursday 16:00-17:30 6 parallel rooms 

Keynote: Lale Eric Friday 09:00–09:45 Plenary Hall 

Session 6 Friday 10:00-11:30 6 parallel rooms 

Session 7 Friday 12:00-12:45 5 parallel rooms 

Session 8 Friday 14:15-15:45 6 parallel rooms 

Closing Ceremony Friday 16:00-17:00  Plenary Hall 

 

Index 

Poster Session ............................................................................................................................................................................ 10 

Bridging Research Justice and Science Shops: a solidarity model for university-community collaborative research ...... 10 

Characteristics and effects of corporate-nonprofit collaborations in Hungary ................................................................ 10 

Community-University Engagement and Praxis - Knocking on the Door of the Ivory Tower ........................................... 11 

How can Universities stand in Solidarity with its Communities. ....................................................................................... 11 

Building Cultures of Solidarity through Researcher Training ............................................................................................ 11 

How to contribute to a better recognition of Third Sector : the main role of ALLISS as a national network ................... 11 

Co-creating with Communities: A Community of Practice Across Six Sites ...................................................................... 12 

Reimagining Research - Learning from The Ideas Fund .................................................................................................... 12 

Good practices in networking for multipliers of participatory research ........................................................................... 12 

PLACES: Portraits and Landscapes of Academic Community Engaged Scholarship - A Photographic Exhibition ............. 13 

Building research solidarity through community engagement in maritime contexts: The EUNICoast experience .......... 13 

The 'BuurtKennis' (Neighbourhood Knowledge) project .................................................................................................. 13 



Living Knowledge 11  ·  Research and Solidarity 

4 

Learning by doing: co-design, iteration, and reflection in academic engagement ........................................................... 14 

Young People as Civic Science Leaders ............................................................................................................................. 14 

From Student to Colleague - Mutual Learning Experiences within the Science Shop ...................................................... 15 

Training and Opportunities for Growing Engagement in Teaching and Higher Education Research - a New Engine for 
Societal Solidarity (TOGETHERNESS) ................................................................................................................................. 15 

French-speaking Science Shop network ............................................................................................................................ 15 

Marine Citizen Science: a case of COSEA App ................................................................................................................... 16 

Community, climate action and [re]connection: navigating disconnection through engaged research .......................... 16 

Bio-Based Alternatives to PFAS in Textiles ........................................................................................................................ 16 

Dig Deeper! Increasing school childrens’ solidarity with soils through citizen science .................................................... 17 

Researching and shaping urban nature in solidarity with human and non-human participants ...................................... 17 

Soil Literacy as Collective Competence: Participatory Tools for Environmental Justice and Resilient Futures ................ 17 

Collaborative Heat Protection: Iterative, Participatory Workshop Development for Researchers, Communities, and 
Municipalities .................................................................................................................................................................... 18 

Taking a micro look at your clothing ................................................................................................................................. 18 

Ontology and Solidarity in University-Community Health Research Philanthropy ........................................................... 19 

How do you feel good? A citizen science approach to elderly mental health in Sweden................................................. 19 

Stories from the Learning and Teaching Garden: Community Engagement and more .................................................... 19 

Beyond Individual Traits: a mixed-methods study of polish young adults resilience. ...................................................... 20 

Homelessness Challenges CBPR Practice: A Toronto Story ............................................................................................... 20 

Positionality, participation and research solidarity in the digital humanities: The case of University Terminology in 
German in the Age of ChatGPT (UniTermGPT) ................................................................................................................. 21 

“6 Facets of the Intermediation Role in Participatory Research: An Analytical Tool for a Multifaceted Role Built on the 
Experience of Lyon Science Shop” .................................................................................................................................... 21 

Teaching Analysis Polls as a Method for Practising Research Solidarity ........................................................................... 22 

Mediations in People's history: a survey on Participation ................................................................................................ 22 

Parallel Session 1 ....................................................................................................................................................................... 23 

ROOM C105 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 23 

From Pilot Projects to Postdocs: Mapping the Challenges and Successes of Extended Research in Science Shops ........ 23 

Growing Collective Wisdom From Our Hearts and Homelands: Land-Based Learning and Practice-based Transformative 
Research ............................................................................................................................................................................ 23 

ROOM C108 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 24 

Co-Creating Digital Heritage: Research Solidarity Between the University of Pretoria and the Historical Society of 
Mamelodi .......................................................................................................................................................................... 24 

Towards Research Solidarity in Germany: Pathways to Collaborative Research Cultures ............................................... 24 

Practising Solidarity Within and Beyond the University: Feminist Insights from Community Engagement Work ........... 25 

Solidarity in Action: Collaborative Food Systems Research in Urban America ................................................................. 25 

Action research based on a university science shop program .......................................................................................... 25 

ROOM C109 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 26 

Philosophical Perspectives on Knowledge & Solidarity .................................................................................................... 26 

Community Compensation and Recognition in CBR ......................................................................................................... 26 



Living Knowledge 11  ·  Research and Solidarity 

5 

ROOM C111 - 112 .................................................................................................................................................................. 27 

Co-design of the Research Infrastructure for Excellent Citizen Science (RIECS-Concept) ................................................ 27 

From Network Building to Twinning: Putting North-South Research Solidarity into Practice in Science Shops .............. 27 

ROOM C204 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 28 

Does It Make a Difference? Evaluating the Impact of Science Shops on university staff practices. ................................. 28 

ROOM C110 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 28 

Learning with the Soil: Experiential Education, Solidarity, and Outdoor Pedagogies in the LOESS Project ..................... 28 

Knowledge and Wisdom; Multicultural Perspective ......................................................................................................... 29 

Community garden: a space for participatory imagination .............................................................................................. 29 

Parallel Session 2 ....................................................................................................................................................................... 30 

ROOM C105 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 30 

Solidarity, open-source, and science shops in the field of digital infrastructures ............................................................ 30 

The Impact of Generative AI on Participatory Science: Between Promise and Responsibility ......................................... 30 

ROOM C109 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 31 

Let's Talk About Cough ...................................................................................................................................................... 31 

Byres Community Hub: a model of community-university solidarity ............................................................................... 31 

Co-Producing Mathematical Models of Epidemics Together: Embedding lived experience for better research ............. 31 

ROOM C111 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 32 

Environmental Justice and Planetary Solidarity through Embedding Water Sustainability in Primary Schools ............... 32 

Listening to the Land: A Geopark Story of Practicing Research Solidarity from Indigenous Borneo ................................ 32 

Multispecies perspective on nature-based solutions: Experience of a PAR project in mental health sector ................... 33 

ROOM C204 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 33 

Solidarity and Social Change through Community-Based Research: How to Measure the Impact of Research on 
Communities ..................................................................................................................................................................... 33 

ROOM C110 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 34 

The Curio Us case of Citizen Science in the North of the Netherlands ............................................................................. 34 

20 Years of the Flemish Science Shop Network: Local Enrichment Through Regional Connection .................................. 34 

The Role of Science Shops in European (Research) Collaboration.................................................................................... 35 

Parallel Session 3 ....................................................................................................................................................................... 36 

ROOM C105 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 36 

Community Air Pollution Monitoring: From Bucket Brigades to Digital Networks—Lessons in Solidarity and Justice .... 36 

Soil as a Social Commons: Research, Solidarity, and the Role of Social Sciences in Soil Education .................................. 36 

Solidarity in soil research: between neoliberal governance and local knowledge ........................................................... 37 

Agri:change - a transformation project from Lower Saxony ............................................................................................. 37 

Citizen Science on Socioenvironmental Conservation: social participation on Public Policies ......................................... 37 

ROOM C108 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 38 

University Cooperation for Hydrosocial Resilience in Imbabura, Ecuador ....................................................................... 38 

Students as Change Agents for Planetary Solidarity ......................................................................................................... 38 

Re-evaluating the Role of Living Labs in University-Civil Society Collaborations: Insights from French Civil Society 
Organisations .................................................................................................................................................................... 39 



Living Knowledge 11  ·  Research and Solidarity 

6 

Enhancing Societal Impact through E-Community Engagement ...................................................................................... 39 

The role of communication in collaborative knowledge production ................................................................................ 40 

ROOM C109 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 40 

Solidarity in Practice: Open Educational Resources for Responding to Researcher Hostility ........................................... 40 

Patient and Public Involvement with Forced Migrants: An Empirical Exploration of Ethical Issues ................................. 40 

By Word of Mouth: Following the Thread of Trust in Lebanon ........................................................................................ 41 

ROOM C111 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 41 

European University Alliances as catalysts for research solidarity and community engagement .................................... 41 

ROOM C204 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 42 

Supporting just transitions and endings in research practice: tools for fostering community-university solidarity ........ 42 

Exploring Solidarity and Complicity in Research Praxis ..................................................................................................... 42 

ROOM C210 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 43 

Scoping interdisciplinary research in Science Shops: Plotting a course for the future ..................................................... 43 

From Strategy to Solidarity: Stress-testing a Campus-Community Partnership Framework ............................................ 43 

Parallel Session 4 ....................................................................................................................................................................... 45 

ROOM C105 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 45 

Hacking the borderlands: Building solidarity between education for soil health and community engaged research and 
learning - Lessons from the LOESS project ........................................................................................................................ 45 

ROOM C108 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 45 

PikoPark: Tiny Green Spaces, Big Community Impact ...................................................................................................... 45 

Philosophical Impact and the Impact of Philosophy ......................................................................................................... 45 

Beyond Declarative Solidarity: The Science Hub UniLodz Model for Community-Engaged Collaboration in the UNIC 
Alliance .............................................................................................................................................................................. 46 

A PALAR-Ubuntu-Capability Model for Solidarity Based Research ................................................................................... 46 

Developing a global model of Open Engaged Science in Higher Educational Institutions: Uncovering a culture and 
context-specific, open science value-driven Community Engagement Model ................................................................. 47 

ROOM C109 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 47 

A student's journey from a course project to civil society ................................................................................................ 47 

How can students contribute to the development of a health service support point? .................................................... 48 

Evaluating Solidarity in Action: How Teaching Analysis Polls and Portfolios Support Learning in Service Learning 
Projects ............................................................................................................................................................................. 48 

ROOM C110 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 48 

The Inclusion Game: Co-mapping Citizen Science Inclusion Gaps .................................................................................... 48 

Ensuring mutual benefit in Citizen Science Initiatives ...................................................................................................... 49 

ROOM C111 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 49 

Fostering Research Solidarity in Rural Contexts: CommunityLed Research, Intermediaries, and Policy Engagement .... 49 

Border as commons: co-designing a transfrontier science-society interface between two universities ......................... 50 

ROOM C204 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 50 

Building University-CSO communities with and within TOGETHERNESS .......................................................................... 50 

“We want one too!”: Challenges and strategies for sharing best practice among community space practitioners 
through a case study of UK Tool Libraries ......................................................................................................................... 51 



Living Knowledge 11  ·  Research and Solidarity 

7 

Parallel Session 5 ....................................................................................................................................................................... 52 

ROOM C105 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 52 

Mapping the Energy Transition: Understanding Push-Pull Forces in a Social Landscape ................................................. 52 

ROOM C108 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 52 

Community-led research: A Co-produced Inquiry into Mental Health Conversations in Black African Communities in the 
UK ...................................................................................................................................................................................... 52 

From Stigma to Solidarity: Waste Pickers' Embodied Knowledge in Tunisia's Environmental Transitions ...................... 53 

UniSS Knowledge Transfer for Health Justice at Institut Pasteur de Tunis ....................................................................... 53 

Social Representations of Parenting and Burnout: A Science Shop Study at Institut Pasteur de Tunis ........................... 54 

An Experimental Approach to Urban Health: Combining Participatory Walks and Digital Twins..................................... 54 

ROOM C110 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 54 

Practising solidarity by rewriting local herstories ............................................................................................................. 54 

Co-Creative Approaches to Fostering University-Community Solidarity .......................................................................... 55 

A research collaboration to understand and inform grief supportive services for bereaved youth and families: 
Challenges and opportunities ........................................................................................................................................... 55 

ROOM C111 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 56 

Developing and sustaining regional Science Shop networks: advantages, opportunities and challenges ....................... 56 

TWO WORKSHOPS (16.00-16.45 / 16.45-17.30) THURSDAY (CHAIRS: JUDIT GÁSPÁR / JOANNA OCHOCKA) ...................... 56 

Writing Solidarity: Youth Narratives of Shared Futures - High School Students’ Future Visions Through Collaborative 
Writing .............................................................................................................................................................................. 56 

Authentic Solidarity or Institutional Saviorism? Navigating Power Dynamics in Campus-Community Research 
Partnerships ...................................................................................................................................................................... 57 

ROOM TO BE CONFIRMED..................................................................................................................................................... 57 

The Importance of Value-Driven Research: What Researcher Do I Want to Be? ............................................................. 57 

Parallel Session 6 ....................................................................................................................................................................... 59 

ROOM C105 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 59 

Te Weu me Te Wai: a story of Research, Solidarity and Community in times of Disaster ................................................ 59 

Cultivating Immigrant Solidarity Through Family Engagement and Coalition Building in Chicago ................................... 59 

Students Helping Book Clubs Outside University Hours: The Senia Reading Guides Project ........................................... 60 

ROOM C108 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 60 

Participatory and co-designed public engagement in research museums: an action research approach ....................... 60 

Measuring the impact of public engagement programmes: evidence from the IETI Hub ................................................ 61 

Building research solidarity through citizen science? Insights from a national survey in Austria .................................... 61 

Creative ethnographic methods to document and assess the impact of collaborative research on communities .......... 62 

Active Communities in Times of Crisis: Solidarity, Emotions, and Co-constructive Crisis Representation ....................... 62 

ROOM C109 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 62 

Reimagining Evaluation Through Most Significant Change - Practising Research Solidarity in Community Led Projects 62 

The perfect formula? Fostering regional educational-societal partnerships .................................................................... 63 

ROOM C111 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 63 

The Knowledge for Change (K4C) Consortium .................................................................................................................. 63 

ROOM C204 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 64 



Living Knowledge 11  ·  Research and Solidarity 

8 

From Data to Solidarity: Strengthening Citizen Science in Sustainability Nexus Research ............................................... 64 

Interactive engagement among researchers and citizen scientists across digital space .................................................. 64 

ROOM C210 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 65 

Solidarity with the Planet and the future of humans - Fairy tales of the (post-growth) futures ...................................... 65 

Relational Ethics as Living Infrastructure — W̱SÁNEĆ-Led Research Governance through Living Lab and ÁLEṈENEȻ .... 65 

Parallel Session 7 ....................................................................................................................................................................... 67 

ROOM C105 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 67 

Ripple Effects of a 4th trimester support group for new moms ....................................................................................... 67 

Building Practitioner Solidarity Across Borders: Insights from the Public Engagement Training Exchange Network ...... 67 

Exploring new professional development opportunities for university and community members to support Community 
Engaged Research. ............................................................................................................................................................ 68 

Working with and for communities: an in-book on healthy soils ..................................................................................... 68 

Empowerment through long term cooperation between university and civil society organisation ................................ 68 

ROOM C108 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 69 

ROOM C109 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 69 

Let’s Talk Data Safeguarding: RDM Strategies for Stronger Community Partnerships ..................................................... 69 

ROOM C110 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 69 

Partnerships that Work: Testing the SPACE Framework for University-Community Partnerships ................................... 69 

ROOM C111 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 70 

‘I am Tired of Solidarity' .................................................................................................................................................... 70 

Parallel Session 8 ....................................................................................................................................................................... 71 

ROOM C105 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 71 

Place in Engagement - A collaborative encyclopedia experiment .................................................................................... 71 

Making Solidarity Visible: A LEGO® Serious Play® Workshop ........................................................................................... 71 

ROOM C108 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 72 

Fostering Transnational Solidarity through Community-Based Research: A Live Demonstration of CBRCanada’s 
Community of Practice ...................................................................................................................................................... 72 

ROOM C109 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 72 

Unlocking patient involvement ......................................................................................................................................... 72 

Storytelling for solidarity ................................................................................................................................................... 72 

ROOM C110 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 73 

Closing the Loop in Community-Based Research .............................................................................................................. 73 

Developing an “interuniversity science shop marketplace” - brainstorming about opportunities and challenges ......... 73 

ROOM C111 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 74 

Forging Solidarities Across Time through Stories and Art-Making ................................................................................... 74 

LOESS Stories from the subsoil: art-based storytelling to build solidarity, soil health, and community resilience .......... 74 

ROOM C204 ........................................................................................................................................................................... 75 

Strengthening ethical behaviour in transfer processes .................................................................................................... 75 

 



Living Knowledge 11  ·  Research and Solidarity 

9 

 

 

 

Detailed listings follow, one block per session. 

Opening Ceremony 
W E D N E S D A Y    ·    0 9 : 3 0 – 1 0 : 0 0    ·    P L E N A R Y  H A L L  

Welcome addresses — University of Gdańsk & Living Knowledge Network 

 

Keynote Lectures 
W E D N E S D A Y    ·    1 0 : 0 0 – 1 1 : 1 5    ·    P L E N A R Y  H A L L  

Prof. Maria Mendel — Solidarity as infinite solidarities: With hope for a world with humans after the Anthropocene  
Prof. Valentin Sorin Costreie — Science in the time of AI and manipulation 
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Poster Session 
W E D N E S D A Y    ·    1 1 : 4 5 - 1 2 : 4 5    ·    G A L L E R Y / f a c u l t y  o f  S o c i a l  S c i e n c e s  

 

 

 

Bridging Research Justice and Science Shops: a solidarity model for university-community 
collaborative research 

1 
#100 

Connie McGuire, Research Justice Shop, University of California, Irvine   ·   with Victoria Lowerson Bredow, Research Justice Shop, 
University of California, Irvine 

The Research Justice Shop (RJS) at the University of California, Irvine promotes liberatory research practices and solidarity with the 

communities most impacted by our collective social and environmental problems by offering training in research justice, conducting 

collaborative, community-based participatory research, and studying the enactment of research justice in community-based 

participatory and action research collaborations. This poster presents the RJS model, which integrates the Research Justice and 

Science Shop frameworks to advance liberatory research practices in university-community research partnerships in southern 

California and beyond. Building on research justice values and practice and the science shop structure, RJS promotes a vision and 

practice that: a) centers historically marginalized people and communities as producers of knowledge and experts, rather than 

subjects of research; b) challenges colonial, extractive research practices by promoting anti-racist values and awareness in research 

practice; c) explicitly aims to produce knowledge that marginalized communities need and want to promote change; d) 

acknowledges past harm of research practice and aims for reparative, healing collaborative research experiences; e) actively works 

toward building awareness and capacity to transform research institution structures that marginalize and exclude; and f) builds 

enduring relationships and systems where research justice is the norm. The poster will visually display the guiding principles of 

Research Justice and Science Shops, across five categories: origins of research questions, inclusion and participation, access and 

equity, independence and accountability, and science communication. We will then illustrate how RJS translates these conceptual 

principles into practice, particularly by integrating anti-racist and anti-colonial practices into research. The poster will incorporate an 

interactive element via a QR code through which participants will respond to a prompt, generating a word cloud that will be 

projected onto the poster during the poster session. 

 

Characteristics and effects of corporate-nonprofit collaborations in Hungary 1 
#115 

Liza Almási Corvinus University of Budapest   ·   with Éva Erika Révész, Corvinus University of Budapest, Budapest, Hungary 

In the context of the shrinking civic space, partnerships between corporations and nonprofit organizations have become increasingly 

relevant. This poster explores the characteristics and effects of corporate-nonprofit collaborations in Hungary, in a field where 

limited empirical research currently exists. The research aims to understand how these cross-sector partnerships influence the 

operations, resource structures, and strategic capacities of NGOs. Drawing on a comprehensive literature review, the research 

examines the forms of corporate support, based on the works of Arapovics (2013), Boyns and Marony (2017), and Glózer (2000), 

ranging from financial contributions to long-term, knowledge- or network-based collaborations, and the typologies of cooperation, 

from loose associations to joint projects and shared service models. The paper compares previous frameworks of cross-sector 

collaborations, such as the Collaborative Continuum by Austin and Seitanidi (2012), and the works of Neuhoff et al. (2014), de Bell 

and Bakker (2025), and Foster-Fishman et al. (2001), highlighting their implicit assumptions about collaboration, reciprocity, and 

solidarity. Methodologically, the research employs qualitative, exploratory inquiry through semi-structured interviews with 

representatives from both sectors. This approach allows for the identification of patterns, motivations, and perceived impacts of 

collaboration, while also uncovering the subjective experiences of the actors involved, including tensions between instrumental 

cooperation and solidaristic engagement. The anticipated contribution of this research lies in providing an empirically grounded 

typology of corporate-nonprofit collaborations in Hungary and evaluating their operational and strategic implications for nonprofit 

partners. The study interrogates how these collaborations move beyond transactional arrangements toward more equitable forms 

of shared learning and co-creation. By emphasizing the mutual benefits and challenges of cross-sector partnerships, the study seeks 

to understand how collaboration fosters organizational learning, resource diversification, and social innovation. Ultimately, the 

study contributes to the broader discourse on cross-sector partnerships and social value co-creation by situating these 

collaborations within debates on solidarity and power, offering insights for both corporate and nonprofit actors seeking to build 

sustainable, impact-oriented partnerships. 
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Community-University Engagement and Praxis - Knocking on the Door of the Ivory Tower 1 
#161 

Saskia Postema, TU Delft   ·   with Kush May-chahal, Floor Mijland 

To be confirmed (book presentation) 

 

How can Universities stand in Solidarity with its Communities. 2 
#18 

Mags Bradbury University of Manchester   ·   with Mags Bradbury and Dee-Ann Johnson 

How can Universities stand in Solidarity with their Communities? We are seeing our communities’ fragment with global politics 

impacting local relationships. We would like to explore what the university's role in standing in solidarity with communities when the 

relationship with these communities are fragile. The University of Manchester is in a vibrant and growing city, but it is a city with 

high levels of deprivation, environmental and health challenges. The University is a large organisation with 46,000 students, 13,000 

staff, with a huge teaching and research portfolio. The size and nature of the university mean we are often seen as elitist, extractive, 

and a poor neighbour. At the same time, we contribute significantly to the city's economic growth, but not to local neighbourhoods' 

growth. The poster will offer the opportunity to discuss power, social cohesion, values, hearing from voices across communities, and 

how meaningful dialogue can deliver change. 

 

Building Cultures of Solidarity through Researcher Training 2 
#20 

Victoria Shennan Berlin School of Public Engagement and Open Science, Museum für Naturkunde Berlin   ·   with Dr Jana Wendler, 
Berlin School of Public Engagement and Open Science; Iris Geigenmüller, Berlin School of Public Engagement and Open Science 

The Berlin School’s Public Engagement Training Portfolio strengthens research solidarity by helping researchers build the skills, 

confidence and reflexive awareness needed for equitable exchange with communities. Since 2022, the online programme has 

expanded from a small pilot to a multi-institutional, bilingual offer involving 13 partner organisations. Its modular pathways support 

researchers across diverse disciplinary cultures, from theoretical physics and mathematics to participatory health research and 

citizen science. This mixed participant model approach provides accessible entry points into engagement that recognises different 

epistemologies, motivations, and contexts. The programme aims to contribute to solidarity-based research in three ways. First, it 

enables researchers to understand engagement as a relationship-centred practice shaped by power, positionality and context, and 

approach communities as knowledge partners rather than audiences. Second, its partnership model fosters solidarity among 

institutions by signalling a joint commitment to public engagement, distributing ownership, coordinating resources, and learning 

collectively. Third, it generates evidence about how community-engaged research culture is embedded through researcher 

development. Challenges included differing disciplinary needs, language accessibility, partner institutions’ varying priorities, and the 

risk of scaling at the expense of diluting local or disciplinary relevance. Furthermore, scaling sustainably was challenging amid 

academic precarity of short-term contracts, budget cuts, and increasing demands on institutes. Through small-scale pilots which 

gradually grew with new partners, and anchoring partnerships with cooperation agreements, we gained stability. To meet the needs 

across participants, we build in iterative design, bilingual facilitation, flexible module structures and regular reflection with partners 

and participants. The poster distils transferable lessons: build reflexivity into training; create multiple pathways into engagement; 

enable accessible learning environments; and treat capacity-building and research culture as long-term conditions for solidarity. 

These insights can support universities, science shops, and research centres in defining their training approach as part of their 

culture change journey towards societally engaged research. 

 

How to contribute to a better recognition of Third Sector : the main role of ALLISS as a 
national network 

2 
#63 

TBC ALLISS 

This poster session is seen as a way to offer a better presentation on our national French network, ALLISS (Alliance for Sciences & 

Societies). Our NGO has celebrated 10 years and never took place to any LKnowledge before. As I was in charge of a Science Shop by 

the past (Montpellier), I experienced 2 LK editions (Groningen & Girona) and I would like to present ALLISS, our commitment on the 

national scale for a better understanding between Sciences & Societies, especially thanks to our Working Groups (dedicated to 

Territories/ Intermediar Spaces/ Recognition of Intermediation/ Fundings/ Training...). The idea is to give us the possibility to discuss 

our actions with partners and to build up connexons in order to carry out new projects and ideas. 
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Co-creating with Communities: A Community of Practice Across Six Sites 2 
#119 

Paul Martin Arizona State University   ·   with Rae Ostman, Arizona State University, USA 

This poster will focus on a community of practice that involves informal educators and community advocates in six locations in the 

southwestern United States: San Diego, California; East Bay area, California; Phoenix metro area, Arizona; Albuquerque, New 

Mexico; Brownsville, Texas; and Houston, Texas. Each of these sites has established a local partnership among at least two 

organizations: an educational organization that is committed to broadening and deepening participation in science, technology, 

engineering, arts, and math (STEAM) and a community-based organization that is committed to advancing community priorities. The 

partners at each site defined their local goals for STEAM engagement, co-created learning experiences together with community 

involvement, and evaluated their outcomes. The community of practice is intentionally using a process that is focused on developing 

long-term relationships, centering community priorities and assets, and fostering mutual learning among all participants. The 

presentation will focus on the ways that the local partners worked together to create learning experiences that were relevant to 

local communities and contexts and the benefits of the interactions across the different sites through the community of practice. 

 

Reimagining Research - Learning from The Ideas Fund 2 
#120 

Chris Manion British Science Association 

The Ideas Fund (www.theideasfund.org), is an innovative grants programme run by the British Science Association, funded by 

Wellcome, which ‘flips’ the traditional model of how communities and researchers work together. Grants have been long term, 

flexible, relational, and community centred, supporting project ideas coming directly from communities who are in the lead in 

holding the project funds and determining outcomes. Since launching in 2021, we have seen projects challenging traditional norms 

about what research is, who does it and how it is done. One characterisation of this is that communities and researchers have been 

working together to reimagine what research is, and to reclaim it for communities. We have recently dug deeper with our project 

partners to try and capture what this different version of research has looked and felt like. We have been exploring what the impact 

is when you redefine research and do it differently, and how that changes people, personally and professionally. Three key themes 

emerged from our conversations, around Reimagining the Purpose, Reimagining the Process and Reimagining the Relationship. We 

would like to present a poster around a creative output we have produced linked to these findings: 

https://my.visme.co/view/mxkgx3rn-ideas-fund#s1 The insights we’d be sharing cut across many of the conference themes, for 

example the potential of the approach in elevating marginalised voices (slide 13), the importance of reciprocity in these relationships 

(slide 17), and researchers’ bringing their whole selves’ to the work (slide 20). The majority of projects we’ve funded support 

communities to work with university researchers, so the insights are particularly relevant to the theme of fostering University-

Community solidarity. Presenting this as a poster would enable us to share our in-depth learning about the approach we’ve taken, 

the impact we've seen for both communities and researchers, and our plans to support a wider movement building approach. We’ve 

also produced a set of insights around the role of the ‘broker’ in supporting these types of partnerships, which we’d have available 

to share as part of our contribution, and aim to have more outputs by the time of the conference If this topic is of interest but you 

think another format would work better for the conference, we’d be very happy to consider this. 

 

Good practices in networking for multipliers of participatory research 2 
#128 

Katrin Hedemann University of Vechta, Science Shop Vechta/Cloppenburg   ·   with • Kirsten von der Heiden, Sustainopreneurship 
Science Shop AFoReg Interchange, Germany • Dr. Florentin J. Schmidt, University of Bonn, Germany 

mit:forschen! Gemeinsam Wissen schaffen is a German citizen science association. In 2025, a Working Group of about 20 

practitioners of participatory research from different universities, research institutions and science shops was built. They co-

developed and published a manual with resources, information and practical tips on citizen science 

[doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.17669986]. The purpose of this manual is to support multipliers of participatory research, e.g. science 

manager, citizen science and science shop staff in their daily work. The poster visualizes the manual’s chapter on ´networking´. 

Multipliers receive a table and links to various networks and conferences at the regional, German-speaking and European level in 

order to improve their services, opportunities for participation and their own networking. The networking chapter also suggests 

helpful reference works and tools on the topic of networking for multipliers. The poster invites discussion about good practices in 

network initiation and development, network maintenance and relationship management with stakeholders. It also encourages 

exchange about long term support structures and infrastructures for participatory research and solidarity based research in different 

countries. Reflecting our multiplier role as Science Shops and our networking practices, we need to be aware of inclusiveness and 

prevent exclusiveness of community groups in research. The networking chapter in the manual summarizes experiences on inclusive 

approaches of networking between universities and citizens or initiatives. The collaborative writing process, which included the 

three authors of the chapter as well as feedback-loops with the larger multiplier working-group, demanded each individual to take a 
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step back from their own experience and find a common sense. This involved e.g. reflecting on differences in focus between 

university-based multipliers and NGOs as well as regional differences. The poster summarizes our lessons learned and useful hints 

for the audience to reflect on their own networking practices and expand their network. 

 

PLACES: Portraits and Landscapes of Academic Community Engaged Scholarship - A 
Photographic Exhibition 

2 
#160 

Andrea Vargiu University of Sassari   ·   with Stefania Frongia, Valentina Ghibellini, Marta Congiu and Mariantonietta Cocco 
(University of Sassari, Italy) Emanuela Reale, Andrea Orazio Spinello, Valentina Carazzolo, Ugo Finardi (CNR, Italy) Valeria Brandano 
(Academy of Arts, Italy) 

The PLACES Project (Portraits and Landscapes of Academic Community Engaged Scholarship) is a research project funded by Italy's 

PRIN programme (Projects of Relevant National Interest). Through a case studies methodology, the project develops a comparative 

analysis of community-engaged scholarship across Italy, France, and the United Kingdom, examining personal trajectories (Portraits) 

within institutional contexts and higher education and research policy frameworks (Landscapes). Rather than limiting dissemination 

to conventional academic outputs, PLACES explores how photographic portraits can communicate the distinctive features of 

community-engaged scholarship, sharing the stories and experiences of colleagues whose work exemplifies this approach to 

university-community relationships. The exhibition presents eight photographic portraits of Italian, French, and British academics 

whose work embodies different dimensions of community-engaged scholarship. Through visual narratives combining portraiture 

with contextual elements and accompanying texts, the exhibition makes visible an approach to academic work that often remains 

under-recognized within traditional university structures. Each portrait explores how individual researchers navigate the tensions 

between institutional expectations and community commitments, revealing the relational, emotional, and ethical dimensions of 

engaged scholarship. By bringing these stories to broader audiences—including but not limited to academic communities—the 

exhibition aims to stimulate public debate about the role of universities for their reference communities, challenging narrow 

conceptions of academic excellence and advocating for epistemological pluralism in research practices. 

 

Building research solidarity through community engagement in maritime contexts: The 
EUNICoast experience 

2 
#165 

Marta Congiu University of Sassari   ·   with C. Crosio, University of Sassari, Italy; C. Giagheddu, University of Sassari, Italy; V. 
Ghibellini, University of Sassari, Italy; A. Marongiu, University of Sassari, Italy; G. Melis, University of Sassari, Italy; A. Vargiu, 
University of Sassari, Italy. 

EUNICoast is a strategic alliance of European universities in coastal and island regions, supported by Erasmus+ to create a "European 

Maritime University." The alliance brings together institutions with diverse maritime identities: major port-city universities, 

universities in fragile island ecosystems, coastal institutions tied to maritime industries, universities engaged in Adriatic-

Mediterranean exchange, and institutions with deep community traditions. Work Package 4—Community Engagement—addresses a 

fundamental challenge: how can universities located in non-central contexts with strong socio-economic and cultural specificities 

collaborate to reimagine their relationships with communities as reciprocal partnerships? Our approach positions community 

engagement as constitutive of university identity, recognizing that teaching and research solidarity in coastal and maritime contexts 

requires institutional transformation. In our first year, we developed shared methodologies adaptable to diverse territorial contexts. 

All partners completed a reflexive self-assessment exercise guided by an innovative methodology based on the TEFCE Toolbox, a 

framework for community engagement in higher education. We initiated Quintuple Helix stakeholder mapping across academia, 

industry, government, civil society, and natural environment, using common tools (profiles, Rainbow Diagram, Interest-Influence 

Matrix) while respecting local specificities. A Skills/Jobs Mapping Observatory task force was formed to align educational and 

research initiatives with maritime sector needs, for evidence-based planning. The challenges we encountered reveal important 

lessons for teaching and research solidarity: navigating diverse national traditions of community engagement requires ongoing 

negotiation; balancing institutional autonomy with collective commitment requires flexible frameworks; building trust for 

authentically transformative and emancipatory partnerships requires patient work and extended timeframes; and ensuring 

authentic participation requires addressing power asymmetries within academic structures. Our work demonstrates that solidarity-

oriented research requires more than individual goodwill—it demands systemic change in how universities operate within territorial 

ecosystems. The methodologies we developed offer potential for adaptation across contexts where institutions seek to build 

equitable, transformative partnerships with communities beyond traditional academic boundaries. 

 

The 'BuurtKennis' (Neighbourhood Knowledge) project 2 
#180 
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Jordy Janssen University of Leiden 

Given the urgency and complexity of urban issues such as climate change impacts, the energy transition, and the need for a healthy 

living environment, paired with the need to act collaboratively across all sectors of society to tackle these effectively, the 

'BuurtKennis' (Neighbourhood Knowledge) project (initiated by the Citizen Science Lab at Leiden University) is establishing a bottom-

up partnership between public, civil and scientific actors that: (A) engages with residents on the issues they find most locally 

relevant, (B) deepens this engagement into more active participation in local dialogue, and data and insight gathering via Citizen 

Science activities (C) aligns aggregated data with policy-making and urban planning processes such that these data and insights can 

lead to data-informed actions, (D) and establishes a sustained collaborative partnership between residents, citizens’; initiatives, civil 

society organisations, the municipality, and knowledge institutes in Leiden. 

 

Learning by doing: co-design, iteration, and reflection in academic engagement 3 
#6 

Konstanza Jochim, Museum für Naturkunde Berlin, Germany   ·   with Ana I. Faustino, │ Victoria Shennan, Jana Wendler, Museum für 
Naturkunde Berlin, Germany │ Alina Loth, Germany 

The IETI Hub for Research Impact at the Museum für Naturkunde Berlin (MfN) promotes collaboration between researchers and 

society through impact-oriented public engagement (PE). Drawing on participatory processes and design thinking principles, the Hub 

supports MfN researchers in developing societally relevant projects. The first implementation phase (Nov 24-Apr 25), a six-month 

program, combined workshops, mentoring, and a three-month project implementation period. Workshops addressed scaling 

research impact through PE, participatory and innovative project design, and collaboration with societal actors. A World Café (WC) 

enabled researchers to engage with societal actors from diverse professional backgrounds, fostering iterative project design, 

feedback, and reflective learning. Project canvas tools and visual documentation facilitated collaborative sensemaking, while 

exposure to diverse perspectives encouraged cross-disciplinary creativity and identification of shared priorities. Evaluation 

highlighted the program’ effectiveness in supporting PE project development, fostering peer learning, and providing institutional 

support and networking opportunities. Challenges included dense workshop content, limited informal exchange, and constrained 

time for ideation. These insights informed Edition 2 (Nov 25-Jun 26), which emphasizes iterative project design, extended mentoring, 

structured support, and dedicated Labs for science-society collaboration. The second edition empowers participants to further 

reflect on societal challenges, co-design innovative engagement formats with societal actors, and consider the bidirectional benefits 

of PE for both science and society. It also builds capacity in impact planning and evaluation to support sustainable engagement 

initiatives. The Hub fosters cross-disciplinary collaboration by bringing together researchers and societal actors to co-design projects 

that integrate diverse perspectives. Methodological tools such as WC discussions, reflective exercises, project canvases, mentoring, 

and peer learning support adaptive, participatory project development and the formation of lasting connections. By combining 

structured support, iterative design, and exposure to diverse perspectives, the IETI Hub demonstrates how participatory approaches 

enhance research impact and provides transferable lessons for academic and societal actors seeking to co-create value. 

 

Young People as Civic Science Leaders 3 
#118 

Rae Ostman Arizona State University   ·   with Paul Martin, Arizona State University, USA 

In this poster, we will present a pedagogical framework for young people as civic science leaders for their communities. The 

framework defines a space for learning as a transformative activity, in which young people collaborate on a creative, science-

informed project and leverage that project to engage intergenerational groups in their community, positioning them as 

changemakers. To test the framework, we implemented and studied an internship program at Arizona State University’ Media and 

Immersive experience (MIX) Center with 12 diverse teens. In the program, the participating young people co-created an extended 

reality (XR) narrative game about a future world that was “immersive, encouraged collaboration, and sparked conversations about 

issues we cared about” (in their own words). In the game, the player faces challenges, navigates conflicts, and makes decisions that 

reveal the social, economic, and environmental complexity of climate change. The young people play tested the game with 

intergenerational audiences in communities in the Phoenix metro area and rural areas of Arizona. The players’ choices have an 

impact on the story, creating opportunities for reflection and discussion about sustainability. Findings from our mixed-methods 

research indicate that as a result of their participation in the program, young people: 1) deepened their knowledge within and across 

several STEM (science, technology, engineering, and math) domains, including climate science, sustainability, and game design; 2) 

increased their sense of agency, empowerment to make a difference, and personal development in ways that are consistent with 

their definition of leadership; 3) strengthened their identity related to STEM; and 4) broadened and deepened their awareness of 

potential STEM careers. 
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From Student to Colleague - Mutual Learning Experiences within the Science Shop 3 
#163 

Vera Shmalko Corvinus University of Budapest, Corvinus Science Shop   ·   with Vera Shmalko, Veronika Básta, Márta Frigyik, 
Nikoletta Nagy, Corvinus University of Budapest, Hungary 

This poster explores the mutual learning experience between a student colleague and a university-based science shop, focusing on 

collaboration beyond formal student research projects and community-engaged courses. By looking at this relationship from both 

perspectives, the poster sheds light on how science shops can contribute to students' emerging sustainability careers, and how 

students, in turn, can contribute to science shop practices. The poster is itself a collaborative product, co-created and co-presented 

by Vera, a student colleague, and the practitioners of Corvinus Science Shop. Vera has been working as a student colleague - 

officially titled as teaching assistant - at the Corvinus Science Shop for 4 semesters. In the poster, she reflects on her personal and 

professional development, highlighting how the science shop provided a first step into a sustainability-oriented career. Her major 

reflections include three key insights: first, that the science shop can function as a gateway into sustainability careers; second, that a 

network of student colleagues facilitates knowledge exchange across different majors and programmes and brings students closer to 

creative, interdisciplinary solutions to sustainability problems; and third, that the science shop itself represents a "community of the 

future" - thoughtful, collaborative, and inspiring. The poster also presents reflections from science shop practitioners on what they 

learned through collaborating with student colleagues, and with Vera in particular. These include insights into student agency, 

intergenerational learning and collaboration, and the ways in which students' perspectives can strengthen community engagement 

practices and enact practical solidarity. 

 

Training and Opportunities for Growing Engagement in Teaching and Higher Education 
Research - a New Engine for Societal Solidarity (TOGETHERNESS) 

4 
#90 

Julie Plouhinec Sciences Citoyennes   ·   with Etienne Toffin, Université Libre de Belgique, Belgium Catherine Bates & Zoryana Pshyk, 
TU Dublin, Ireland Glen Millot, Sciences Citoyennes, France Ulker Basak & Valentina Ghibellini, UNISS, Italy 

The poster will be dedicated to present TOGETHERNESS. This is a project funded by European Union, as part of the Erasmus+ funding 

programme via the Francophone Agency for Lifelong Education and Training (AEF), from October 2025 to September 2028. In this 

project, coordinated by the Université Libre de Bruxelles (ULB), three participatory research experiments are conducted in Brussels, 

Sassari and Dublin by three partners: ULB (Belgium), Università degli Studi di Sassari (Italy) and Technological University Dublin 

(Ireland). All together, with the participation of Sciences Citoyennes, they pilot systems and approaches to bring CSOs, academics 

and researchers together and support them to collaboratively design and run transdisciplinary research projects. To support this 

community of actors, a whole range of online tools and training courses are created and implemented as part of the project. They 

pilot innovative accredited short training programmes for stakeholders and develop pathways and processes to institutionalize CSO-

university partnerships. Through open educational resources and training for trainers, they support replication of their innovations 

across the EU and beyond, by enriching, networking, evaluating and disseminating their results - lead by Sciences Citoyennes. The 

poster will present each of the partners, as well as the stages of the project. The data will be presented in the simplest and most 

readable way possible, to enable each participant to fully understand the challenges of TOGETHERNESS. 

 

French-speaking Science Shop network 4 
#92 

Julie Plouhinec Sciences Citoyennes   ·   with Hélène Chauveau, Université Lumière Lyon 2, France, Glen Millot, Sciences Citoyennes, 
France, Sonia Maatoug & Meriam Belghith, Institut Pasteur de Tunis, Tunisia, Gilles Pradeau, Université de Perpignan, France 

The poster will present the French-speaking network of Science Shops.  They have been working together as a network since 2015 to 

share and exchange best practices in French. The poster will present more than 30 organisations from 14 countries on 3 continents: 

Africa (Benin, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Côte d'Ivoire, Guinea, Niger, Senegal, Togo, Tunisia), the Americas (Canada, Haiti) and Europe 

(Belgium, France, Spain, Italy and the Netherlands). This will be an opportunity to show how networking and coordinating a plurality 

of actors with diverse intervention methods and configurations, in territories with very varied issues and different timeframes, offers 

numerous advantages. Indeed, this diversity of practices, which are multifaceted and intersectoral in nature, contributes to the 

quality of exchanges and enables the development of innovative models thanks to feedback from network members. The French-

speaking Science Shops network relies on solidarity among its members to support various initiatives. it particularly supports the 

emergence of projects and enables new Science Shops to acquire replicable methodologies and processes for better appropriation 

and adaptation of the intervention methods specific to each Science Shops and their territories, while also guaranteeing an 

experimental and creative framework. 
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Marine Citizen Science: a case of COSEA App 5 
#33 

Baiba Prūse SPOTTERON Citizen Science App Platform   ·   with Philipp Hummer, Rainer Holzapfel, Agnes Milewski, Stefan Holzapfel, 
Dominik Essletzbichler, Stefan Nachtnebel, Doris Ortner, Ingrid Pointecker, Stefan Fiedler SPOTTERON Citizen Science App Platform, 
Austria 

The interactive and community-driven COSEA App, running on the SPOTTERON Citizen Science App Platform, is the outcome of two 

Horizon Europe programmes: EFFECTIVE and TRANSEATION. COSEA covers a wide range of aspects of marine and coastal 

observations, from human-driven impacts like infrastructure and pollution to the natural world like biodiversity, habitat types, and 

marine protected areas. Data from the collaborative COSEA App is fed into digital twins and open data repositories for long-term 

data interoperability. The core goal of the COSEA project is to create an open platform for marine environment monitoring and 

community engagement. As part of the Living Knowledge Conference, we want to emphasize the community element in the COSEA 

project. COSEA App offers a distinct feature of user-roles where the participants can select their most fitting role for the project: 

local resident, tourist, fisher, field scientist, science communicator, regular user, or sample collector. Each user role holds their own 

targeted categories, which support the project with diverse inputs. Additionally, each participant can see each other's user role, thus 

contributing to an engaging community where it is possible to reach out to the respective expert, e.g., species identification support 

from the field scientist. The COSEA App is also part of the SPOTTERON Co-Use Program which provides other small-scale marine 

citizen science initiatives to join the growing community as a sub-partner. Following this year's conference theme and venue, we are 

looking forward to bringing the marine Citizen Science COSEA project to the Baltic Sea coast and sharing the diverse engagement 

opportunities the interactive App offers to diverse community groups. 

 

Community, climate action and [re]connection: navigating disconnection through engaged 
research 

5 
#55 

Catherine McElherron University College Cork, Ireland   ·   with Dr Evan Boyle, University College Cork, Ireland; Dr Ger Mullally, 
University College Cork, Ireland 

Authentic connection is increasingly scarce in contemporary life. Social fragmentation, cultural depletion and ecological 

estrangement interact to produce a pervasive sense of disconnect: from one another, from our cultural identities and from our 

surroundings. This disconnect erodes our collective capacity to recognise and effectively address urgent large-scale challenges like 

the climate crisis. Yet, importantly, the space and desire to reconnect exist and thrive at the community level, and urban spaces hold 

a distinct position both as concentrations of disconnect and sites with immense potential for transformation towards [re]connection. 

A theoretical framework of critical literature on modernity operationalises the themes of disconnect and [re]connection. Ideas are 

drawn from literature on urban sustainability, community resilience and participation are applied to examine both the causes of and 

counteractors to disconnect in its three key dimensions: social, cultural and ecological. Challenges are identified in an overemphasis 

on efficiency in urban planning, access to and quality of urban green spaces, alongside cities’; natural concentration of nationwide 

issues such as strains on services, housing shortages and costs of living. Conversely, opportunities lie within approaches ranging in 

novelty, from reassessing how nature is present in cities to consciously incorporating ‘bumping spaces'; to facilitate more 

spontaneous interactions. This poster explores how community-based methodologies and approaches can foster [re]connection, 

positioning solidarity as a transformative force in climate response. Using Cork City, Ireland as a case study, this research adopts an 

engaged research approach to co-design and facilitate three different interventions for community climate action, in partnership 

with the City Council. These events serve as sites of experimentation where inhabitants can reconnect with each other, their cultural 

narratives, and their local environment, generating new forms of belonging and collective agency. In positioning [re]connection as 

both a research lens and a practical strategy, this project aims to highlight how solidarity can elevate climate engagement beyond a 

means to an end, instead becoming a pathway to social, cultural and ecological [re]connection. 

 

Bio-Based Alternatives to PFAS in Textiles 5 
#58 

Karin de Boer University of Groningen   ·   with Sara Khong, University of Groningen, the Netherlands 

Everyone encounters PFAS every day, whether they want to or not. The Huize Aarde Foundation wondered how it is possible that, 

despite lessons learned, extensive legislation, inspections, and monitoring, things have gotten to this point again. What can or 

should we learn from this? Sara Khong was one of the students who took up the challenge. She presents her research visually in 

poster form, using infographics. The textile sector is the largest user of PFAS in Europe. These so-called “forever chemicals” are 

widely found in our clothes, upholstery, carpeting and curtains. What are the dangers of PFAS use in the textile sector? Are there any 

alternatives, and how viable are they? While alternatives are being developed, few seem to match the functionality and efficiency of 

PFAS in keeping the elements at bay. So, replacing the toxic but durable compounds with friendlier but less functional coatings 

remains a challenge. Moving forward, the key challenge lies in quantifying and balancing the trade-offs between performance and 
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safety. Finding this balance through rigorous testing and innovation will be key in moving away from PFAS towards. So, while bio-

based PFAS alternatives might not yet be a perfect substitute, they represent an important step forward in moving away from 

“forever chemicals”, and making our everyday textiles that little bit safer for us and the environment. 

 

Dig Deeper! Increasing school childrens’ solidarity with soils through citizen science 5 
#80 

Kjell Bolmgren Public & Science Sweden   ·   with Tord Ranheim Sveen, Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences Maria Jacobsson, 
Public & Science Sweden Helen Garrison, Public & Science Sweden 

Strengthening people’s solidarity with living soils is essential for a sustainable society. Extensive soil sealing and land degradation 

continue to threaten communities across Europe. With this citizen science project, we aim to increase school children’s awareness 

and knowledge about the importance of sustainable use of healthy soils. In Dig Deeper! school children will be involved in a research 

project studying the relation between soil properties, tree species, tree size, and surrounding environment properties, contributing 

to the development of a new methodological toolbox for monitoring soil health in accordance with the new EU Soil Monitoring Law. 

Hands-on research data collection by the school children in the vicinity of their schools will be combined with outdoor teaching on 

the ecosystem properties of healthy soils and how we can act to protect and improve the use of soils. Soil health will be studied both 

in relation to chemical, physical and biological properties, including collecting soil samples and sending them to a research lab for e-

DNA analysis of the soil microbial biodiversity. During the project, the school children and their teachers will get a chance to meet 

and interact with the researcher/s and the research project will be put into context using developed lesson scenarios adapted for 

the Swedish curriculum. The benefits from hands-on, tactile experience of a subject are well-known in pedagogy. By collaborating 

and interacting with a research team, the school children will experience that every one of us can contribute to the study of a highly 

relevant research question. In combination, the Dig Deeper! experience may further increase learning and the motivation to study. 

 

Researching and shaping urban nature in solidarity with human and non-human 
participants 

5 
#110 

Judit Juhász University of Szeged Faculty of Economics Institute of Ecological Economics   ·   with Barbara Mihók, György Málovics, 
Roland Herke (all authors from University of Szeged Faculty of Economics Institute of Ecological Economics, Hungary) 

As the Earth's population grows, so does the number of people seeking prosperity in urban areas. More than half of the population 

lives in cities nowadays, and further growth is expected. By now, urban nature has become increasingly valued by residents, experts, 

and urban planners across the globe. In recent decades, nature’s contributions to people (IPBES 2019) and human well-being have 

been thoroughly explored: Urban nature is a venue for cultural and social life, recreation, and sports. It can reduce stress levels, 

increase creativity, improve cognitive performance, and improve health. Urban nature can provide space for ecological education 

and promote individual thinking. Green spaces regulate temperature, purify the air, provide protection against wind and soil erosion, 

capture water, and maintain the soil. Though impressive urban solutions have been implemented globally, most cities are "tough" 

on their residents, concerning the quality and accessibility of green spaces, and on nature as well, causing biodiversity loss and 

extreme fragmentation in the landscape. Our poster presentation highlights how urban nature can be studied and shaped within a 

young research process in Szeged, Hungary, that is willing to demonstrate solidarity and delicate involvement of human and non-

human participants, aiming for a more solidary city that breathes as part of the global ecosystem. We would like to interact with 

other researchers on the following topics (1) How can citizens and nature be simultaneously and reciprocally solidary to each other 

in a time of extensive urbanization? (2) How can a research process show solidarity towards human and non-human participants? (3) 

How can nature and its non-human living creatures be part of research and shaping the urban ecosystem? How can we 

communicate with nature as a part of it? Is it a myth, or are there practical and usable methods? The perception that cities are 

connected to the global ecosystem - and are not fragmented islands - contributes to long-term thriving in cities for human and non-

human dwellers and also nurtures planetary health. On the other hand, we are keen to deepen our and others' knowledge of the 

science, society, and nature interface. IPBES [Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform] (2019): Global assessment report of the 

Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services. Brondízio, E. S., Settele, J., Díaz, S., Ngo, H. T. 

(eds). IPBES secretariat, Bonn, Germany 

 

Soil Literacy as Collective Competence: Participatory Tools for Environmental Justice and 
Resilient Futures 

5 
#112 

Karolina Lewińska Adam Mickiewicz University in Poznan, Poland   ·   with Barbara Maćkiewicz, Cezary Kaźmierowski, Magdalena 
Szczepańska, Ewa Kasprzak, Joanna Morawska, Adam Mickiewicz University in Poznan, Poland 
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The LOESS project (“Literacy boost through an Operational Educational Ecosystem of Societal actors on Soil health”, EU project no. 

101112707 — HORIZON-MISS-2022-SOIL-01) advances research model rooted in citizen participation, shared responsibility, and co-

produced knowledge. LOESS reframes soil literacy as a collective competence developed through collaboration among educators, 

researchers, citizens, and local practitioners. This approach highlights the value of community perspectives in environmental 

decision-making, especially in areas affected by soil degradation and climate pressures. A central innovation of the project is the 

crowd-mapping tool, which enables citizens to document soil-related issues, including drought, waterlogging, erosion, soil sealing, 

pollution, decline in organic matter, pH imbalance, and biodiversity loss. By allowing users to contribute geolocated observations, 

descriptive accounts, and photographs, the tool generates bottom-up datasets that complement scientific measurements and reveal 

localised environmental challenges that might otherwise remain unknown and invisible. These community-driven insights serve as 

early warning signals, helping to identify areas disproportionately affected by environmental stressors. The tool’s inclusive design, 

multilingual access and a privacy-first, email-based login, supports broad participation across diverse communities and cultural 

contexts. Beyond data collection, the crowd-mapping tool strengthens cooperation between universities, NGOs, municipalities, 

schools, farmers, and citizen groups, fostering a culture of solidarity around soil stewardship. This collaborative ecosystem helps 

democratise environmental knowledge by recognising and valuing the expertise of local communities, whose experiences often 

illuminate socio-ecological dynamics overlooked by traditional monitoring approaches. Such participatory infrastructures contribute 

to more equitable environmental governance and support collective action in response to climate change. At the poster, participants 

will be invited to interact directly with the tool, explore example contributions, and reflect on how citizen-generated data can inform 

sustainability strategies and environmental education. Engaging with the tool will provide an opportunity to discuss how 

participatory monitoring and shared knowledge production can contribute to more just and resilient environmental futures. 

 

Collaborative Heat Protection: Iterative, Participatory Workshop Development for 
Researchers, Communities, and Municipalities 

6 
#23 

Monica Déchène Munich Science Communication Lab / LMU Munich   ·   with Sarah Stiller (Munich Science Communication Lab, 
Lehrstuhl für Public Health und Versorgungsforschung LMU München) Johanna Scabell (Munich Science Communication Lab) 
Bernhard Goodwin (Munich Science Communication Lab) 

Heatwaves are an increasing challenge for society, affecting health directly, indirectly, and sometimes fatally (Matthies-Wiesler et 

al., 2023). With rising frequency and intensity, raising public awareness is essential (Lozán et al., 2019; Seneviratne et al., 2021). In 

Germany, local implementation of heat-health action plans is hindered by unclear responsibilities, scarce resources, and limited 

awareness (Kaiser et al., 2021; Mücke & Litvinovitch, 2020). Participatory health communication bridges the gap between scientific 

knowledge and local action, enabling informed decisions and activating citizens. Our project builds on science communication 

research and the development of practical public engagement formats related to Planetary Health, focusing on heatwaves and heat 

protection. We iteratively developed and evaluated a participatory workshop format connecting researchers, municipalities and civil 

society, fostering cognitive, affective, and behavioral engagement (Fredricks et al., 2004; Green et al., 2020). Stakeholder mapping, 

co-creation, and mixed-methods evaluation guided the process. Researchers gain a blueprint for developing interactive formats; 

participants explore heat risks, protection measures, and ways to act locally. Results show challenges and gains. Recruiting diverse 

participants, aligning stakeholder expectations, and making scientific information accessible were challenges. These were addressed 

through participatory workshops and iterative feedback loops, adapting materials to local needs. Surveys and qualitative feedback 

indicate gains in self-assessed knowledge and self-efficacy, while collective engagement and long-term behavioral change remained 

limited, pointing to structural barriers. The process highlighted iterative adjustments regarding content, participant management, 

and interactivity. Participants engaged in discussions and exercises, fostering co-creation and reflection. Workshop materials for the 

independent use in communities, an evaluation report, and a publication will be openly accessible by the time of the conference. 

This work contributes to understanding research solidarity by demonstrating evidence-informed approaches to co-create 

interventions with diverse stakeholders. It highlights opportunities and constraints of participatory collaboration and provides 

implications for sustaining engagement, evaluating impact, and designing interactive, community-driven Planetary Health formats. 

 

Taking a micro look at your clothing 6 
#39 

Niels Alberts-Visscher University of Groningen / Beta Science Shop   ·   with Anouk Marsman, Forum Groningen, The Netherlands; 
Bjarne Overtoom, Irene Maltagliati, Barbro Melgert (University of Groningen) 

Within the CurioUs program, we aim to do citizen science research that is directly related to the living environment of our 

participants. How much closer can you get than the clothing that people wear on a daily basis? One of the issues with the modern-

day clothing use is the extensive use of (relatively) cheap and low-quality synthetic materials in the fast-fashion industry. These 

synthetic materials release microplastics, a growing environmental concern. But microplastics released into the air may be more 

than just an environmental concern. Researchers at our university have identified that a significant part of the microplastics in our 
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body are ingested through inhalation, ending up in our lungs and they are researching the potential harm of these inhaled 

microplastics. Would clothing be a relevant source for microplastic exposure through inhalation? Is there a difference in microplastic 

release between higher and lower quality clothing? And are consumers aware of the amount of synthetic materials in their clothing? 

These are questions that we aimed to address with our citizen science initiative ’Kleding onder de Loep’ - taking a close look at your 

clothes . At various events, festivals as well as in public libraries, participants could choose to have their own clothing analyzed for 

the presence of synthetic fibers and leave samples to be analyzed for microplastic release in the lab. At these public events, we used 

a portable fiber analyzed and a pocket microscope to immediately demonstrate the process behind these analyses to the 

participants. While the results of the project are of course interesting, with this poster we would like to provide insights into the 

interactions with the participants and the lessons learned for project design and execution to the benefit of the community. 

 

Ontology and Solidarity in University-Community Health Research Philanthropy 6 
#59 

Tricia Roche University of Victoria 

Philanthropy supporting university-community health research is often framed in terms of measurable outcomes, innovation or 

social impact. Yet such philanthropy is fundamentally an ontological practice, grounded in assumptions about being, knowledge and 

relationality that actively shape the structure of partnerships, the design of research, donor engagement and ethical accountability. 

These ontological orientations are especially consequential in university-community based health research, where lived experience, 

clinical and population data, Indigenous and local knowledges, and structural determinants of health intersect. This paper presents a 

conceptual framework that positions solidarity as a central ontological feature of university-community based health research 

philanthropy. Solidarity is understood not as an additional value but as a constitutive feature of relational being, influencing how 

universities and communities co-define health priorities, share authority and produce knowledge. The framework identifies five 

ontological orientations of philanthropy and explains how solidarity is expressed in each: 1. Civic humanist, where solidarity emerges 

as shared public purpose and service to the common good; 2. Liberal instrumental, where solidarity is conditional, emerging through 

alignment of institutional and donor interests;3. Relational/decolonial, where solidarity is enacted through reciprocity, ethical space, 

and co-governance;4. Critical structural, where solidarity functions as political commitment to address structural health inequities 

and redistribute epistemic authority;5.Ecological, where solidarity extends beyond human communities to encompass ecosystems, 

land, and planetary health. Framing solidarity within the ontology of philanthropy provides lessons for designing and funding health 

research partnerships that prioritize relational integrity, equity, and co-created outcomes. For university based fundraisers, 

reflecting on these ontological orientations can guide the framing of funding proposals, help match donor motivations with ethically 

aligned research and strengthen the long term sustainability and trustworthiness of university-community health research 

partnerships. It offers funders, universities, and advancement teams a conceptual tool to align philanthropic investment with ethical 

practice and advance transformative approaches to community engaged health research. 

 

How do you feel good? A citizen science approach to elderly mental health in Sweden. 6 
#81 

Kjell Bolmgren Public & Science Sweden   ·   with Elin Inge, Uppsala University, Sweden Åsa Johansson Palmkvist, Public & Science 
Sweden, Sweden 

The mental health of the elderly is frequently overlooked, even though there are obvious unmet needs, especially in some 

subpopulations. Suggested solutions are often shaped by preconceived notions, while the voices of the elderly are less often heard; 

older people are often talked about and rarely talked with. Therefore, we invited elderly people to participate in a citizen science 

study using focus group discussions, science cafés and narratives. As a first step, focus group discussions (FGD) with stakeholders 

were conducted, to map current discussions and interests. In the next step, we used the insight from FGDs to arrange science cafés; 

a dialogue between researchers and the public. A reference group was established with the help of civil society organisations and via 

science cafés. They helped us shape our data collection: narratives from the elderly around mental health during ageing, answering 

the question “How do you feel good?”, which was analysed together with the reference group. Through this, we aimed to reach 

insights that were both rooted in the narratives from the elderly themselves and analysed in collaboration with them. This study is 

part of a larger EU-funded research project, Re-MEND (Building REsilience against MEntal illness during ENDocrine-sensitive life 

stages), where mental health in sensitive life stages is examined more broadly. As such, our findings will be fed into other projects 

within REMEND. We are currently in the processing of analysing the narratives and will present thematic findings and our 

experiences of working with this method and target group. 

 

Stories from the Learning and Teaching Garden: Community Engagement and more 6 
#84 

Lucas Weinberg Universität Innsbruck   ·   with Elisabeth Carli, Johanna Nagl, Suzanne Kapelari (all University of Innsbruck, Austria) 
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Having a school garden is a privilege. Having a garden that supports the education of future teachers and invites community 

members to participate in professional development programs is a unique opportunity for collaboration, participation, and 

community building. The garden at the Institute of Subject Specific Education at the University of Innsbruck has strong potential as 

both a research space and a multiplier for communicating the benefits of garden based learning.The garden allows future biology 

teachers to experience firsthand how outdoor learning enriches teaching practice. It also welcomes students from other disciplines 

and external stakeholders interested in garden pedagogy, highlighting the role of community gardens in fostering a sustainable and 

solidary society. Over the years, the garden has served as a starting point for successful EU funded projects such as BigPicnic, MOST, 

STEMkey, and LOESS. It has proven its value as a learning and research environment by supporting data collection for PhD projects 

and observational studies by master students. Teaching units that integrate the natural environment, for example work on the 

carbon cycle, show how outdoor learning deepens understanding of complex biological and ecological processes. The garden also 

initiated participatory projects such as the MOST Open Schooling initiative, in which community members developed their own 

school gardens. Motivated students later founded a community garden linked to an intercultural garden, demonstrating how shared 

responsibility and cooperation create social and educational benefits. Despite the widespread existence of school gardens, their 

learning potential is often underused. Research within the EU project LOESS points out that there is a strong demand for practice 

oriented teacher training. The close interaction between initial teacher education, continuing education, science communication, 

and project based stakeholders enables locally adapted training programs, which contribute significantly to successful school garden 

work. This networked approach fosters regional school garden networks and supports the long term integration of garden based 

learning. Overall, the garden illustrates how a small physical space can develop into a hub for educational innovation, community 

engagement, and sustainable practice. 

 

Beyond Individual Traits: a mixed-methods study of polish young adults resilience. 6 
#173 

Mariszka Gogolewska University of Lodz Doctoral School of Social Sciences 

The poster presents my doctoral project, which explores resilience among young adults in Poland and the development of a tool to 

measure it using mixed methods. The project is situated within the broader context of the deteriorating mental well-being of the 

younger generation. Eurostat data indicate that Poland ranks near the bottom in Europe in terms of mental health and psychological 

resilience indicators among young people. Polish reports further show that the current cohort of young adults is facing one of the 

most challenging situations in this regard in decades: their formative years unfolded amid profound instability in the education 

system, social isolation and the COVID-19 pandemic, as well as growing up in the shadow of a war taking place just beyond the 

eastern border. The latest analyses by CBOS additionally indicate that mental well-being problems are most frequently reported by 

young people experiencing material deprivation. The poster presents mixed-methods research on resilience among young adults 

(aged 18-24) in Poland who are at risk of poverty, housing instability, or living with disability. The project offers a rare empirical 

perspective from Eastern Europe that complements and extends Michael Ungar’s multisystemic, socio-ecological model of 

resilience. In contrast to dominant approaches that focus on individual traits, the study incorporates broader systemic and relational 

determinants of resilience, such as a sense of agency and justice, access to material and institutional resources, safety and stability 

of the living environment, quality of social relationships, cultural and identity recognition, and opportunities for meaningful 

participation in social life. The research process is participatory and centered on participants’ voices: it includes member checking, 

co-interpretation of data, participants gaining meaningful agency in defining what resilience means in their own context. The project 

also involves partnership-based recruitment with community organizations and expert consultation loops that strengthen—rather 

than replace—perspectives grounded in Eastern European realities. 

 

Homelessness Challenges CBPR Practice: A Toronto Story 6 
#179 

Khan Rahi Canadian Community-Based Research Network 

An authentic narrative of lived experience of a people on the margins to effect meaningful social change. Ask question. Since Covid 

19 was declared in 2020, homelessness problem solving developed into multiple dimensions. Toronto shows gradual restriction in 

shelter, health and support services. During Covid, homeless were kept out of close contact zones. Now the city screens who to 

serve, denying life-saving services. In severe winter, the homeless face acute care due to hypothermia risk. Studies say hypothermia 

is potentially lethal but preventable and warn outreach must be multifaceted. Health inequity points out service delivery flaws. A 

2024 report confirms the problem is widespread. Another puts the homeless at 81,000, 25% more than two years, projecting half a 

million by 2035. The public sees homeless as a societal problem, wants governments to solve it and disdains inconsistent 

compassionate gestures; none gets policy attention. Why this matters? Meaningful policy-making gets frustrated, leading to political 

silos preventing housing the homeless. Efforts to gather community-driven evidence has been curtailed. In 1980s, Toronto 

experienced homelessness at urgency not seen since the depression. Gentrification made affordable areas disappear. In the 1990s, 

neoliberal political trend emerged, public support for institutionalized care declined, followed by no viable strategy. National 
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government off-loaded subsidized housing to provincial level and the province to cities. In 2023, homelessness took a sharp turn 

when African asylum seekers were forced to sleep on streets in the wealthiest city. The conversation got back on public agenda. 

Significant players are: city government, national and provincial governments and volunteer organizations armed with lived 

experience. All express concern without solutions. They're parallel or in conflict, no conversion gets contemplated. Meanwhile 

homelessness leaps forward. The multi-dimensions nature calls on CBPR to use two prong approach: public policy research attached 

to outcome advocacy. Gathering evidence from people with no fixed location is another challenge. Our efforts are confined to 

listening the homeless story, then finding common trends within health and housing inequities context. We don't know how to fill in 

the gap. It's evolving. With moral outrage and persistent growth, the Toronto story is a narrative on a global scale. 

 

Positionality, participation and research solidarity in the digital humanities: The case of 
University Terminology in German in the Age of ChatGPT (UniTermGPT) 

7 
#62 

Barbara Heinisch Eurac Research   ·   with Barbara Heinisch, Eurac Research, Italy 

As AI-driven language tools enter the workflows of many professions, including specialised translators, questions arise not only 

about technological performance but also about the social dynamics surrounding their development and evaluation. Against this 

background, the UniTermGPT (University Terminology in German in the Age of ChatGPT) project investigates how ChatGPT handles 

university terminology across different German varieties; an area where terminological variation is high and where large language 

models (LLMs) often fall short. Additionally, UniTermGPT foregrounds the social and ethical implications as well as solidarity aspects 

of this technological shift. Methodologically, UniTermGPT adopts a community-informed workflow that combines corpus-based 

research with collaborative analysis of ChatGPT translations, co-developing annotation guidelines, practitioner recommendations 

and a policy brief with university translators and terminologists. Engaging practitioners as co-creators rather than merely data 

providers is central to this approach. The project also reflects on solidarity by examining research conducted from a dual and hybrid 

positionality: as a trained translator embedded in the professional community, and as a researcher analysing the translation practice 

through a critical lens. When engaging with professional communities, the researcher is sometimes regarded as a peer whose work 

embodies research solidarity (someone who genuinely seeks to support the community). Yet this proximity can also raise questions 

about authority and neutrality. Conversely, when the researcher is viewed primarily in her academic role, participants sometimes 

fear that the project seeks to replace human expertise with LLMs (casting the researcher in the role of an unwanted intermediary or 

even an adversary). UniTermGPT therefore unfolds within a liminal space where the researcher must negotiate expectations and 

ethical responsibilities while relying on the time and goodwill of practitioners who themselves face heavy workloads and often 

precarious working conditions. For future research and practice, UniTermGPT underscores the importance of transparent, co-

created workflows and sensitivity to experts’ concerns in studies in LLMs and translation. The project’s open datasets, practitioner 

recommendations and policy brief highlight the societal value of language diversity and the need for digital tools that respect the 

lived realities of language professionals. 

 

“6 Facets of the Intermediation Role in Participatory Research: An Analytical Tool for a 
Multifaceted Role Built on the Experience of Lyon Science Shop” 

7 
#141 

Hélène Chauveau Université Lumière Lyon 2 

This poster will present a matrix for analyzing the role of intermediation as it is collectively implemented within Lyon Science Shop 

which is supporting participatory research projects of varying nature and scope. Beyond simply describing a “profession”, we aim to 

share a tool for analyzing our professional practices, allowing us to understand, both in situ and over time, our own role and input to 

participatory research projects. Conceiving this matrix, we tried to consider the less explicit dimension of intermediation: what 

practices constitute mediation—or intermediation? How does it intervene in participatory research processes? What roles do 

project support individuals play, could play, and are assigned within mixed research collectives? Through multiple points of contact 

with the projects and groups we support, we have formalized an analytical framework that clarifies the different facets of mediation 

within a participatory research project. This framework identifies the different moments when this mediation occurs and the role it 

can play (or is given) depending on the project. This tool takes the form of a Socratic wheel structured by six axes, each 

corresponding to one of the six main facets of our role we identified. This role unfolds differently, depending on the context and the 

project. These axes are conceived as gradients and have no evaluative value or intention to standardize practices, but could be 

useful to other mediators/intermediators to grasp the diversity of roles to be played in this type of project. 1th gradient: Supporting 

new research topics to emerge. Involvement in the emergence process, ranging from a lack of involvement to a strong one. 2nd 

gradient: Facilitating relationships. Smoothing human interactions throughout the project as needed, adapting to any difficulties 

encountered. 3th gradient: Guiding research practices. Contributing to transforming research practices towards greater participation 

from civil society at all stages. 4th gradient: Managing the partnership dimension of the project. Project engineering enables the 

concrete implementation of participatory research. 5th gradient: Supporting the "landing" of the research. Complex challenges for 
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their return to the sphere of action and/or their continuation in the field of research. 6th gradient: Documenting the cooperation. 

The facilitator sometimes provides perspective and reflection on the project's contribution to the participants practices and 

perceptions. 

 

Teaching Analysis Polls as a Method for Practising Research Solidarity 8 
#129 

Ulrike Rada TU Chemnitz   ·   with Dr. Stefanie Troppmann, TU Chemnitz, Germany 

Teaching Analysis Polls (TAP) are a qualitative, participatory evaluation method that enables students to collectively reflect on their 

learning experiences and provide formative feedback to teaching teams. In this poster, we present TAP not only as a tool for 

improving teaching, but as a methodological approach to practising research solidarity in higher education. TAP contributes to 

research solidarity by shifting the power dynamics of evaluation. Instead of extracting individual opinions through surveys, TAP 

creates a facilitated space in which students negotiate shared perspectives, articulate needs, and co-produce knowledge about what 

supports or hinders their learning. In contexts such as Service Learning and community-engaged teaching, where learning is highly 

relational and situated, this collective and dialogical form of inquiry is particularly relevant. We illustrate the TAP process step by 

step, from data collection in moderated student focus groups to the synthesis of key themes and their discussion with teaching staff. 

Our cases show how TAP supports mutual accountability, transparency and trust between students and teachers, and how it can be 

combined with other reflective tools such as learning portfolios. Key challenges included managing expectations regarding 

anonymity and influence, dealing with conflicting student perspectives, and navigating the boundary between evaluation and 

empowerment. We address these challenges through careful facilitation, explicit communication of roles and purposes, and 

feedback loops that make visible how student input leads to concrete changes. For future research and practice, TAP offers a 

promising method for studying and strengthening solidarity-based learning environments. It allows institutions to gather rich 

qualitative data while respecting students as partners rather than respondents. The poster invites participants to discuss their own 

experiences with participatory evaluation and to reflect on how TAP or similar methods could be adapted to their institutional and 

cultural contexts. 

 

Mediations in People's history: a survey on Participation 8 
#143 

Olivier Bondeelle Université Paris Est Créteil 

With this poster, I propose studying solidarity in research through citizen participation in scientific knowledge. I investigate 

participation in two people' history mediation projects. Based on an examination of files and interviews, I analyze partnerships 

between academia and civil society whose objective is to create knowledge using processes that suit the different parties. I adopt 

the analytical framework of the commons proposed by philosopher Pierre Dardot and sociologist Christian Laval, which is well suited 

to analyzing collective practices. The results clearly indicate that the involvement of non-academics in the steering committee, co-

decision-making in project development, the two-way flow of knowledge, free access to the knowledge produced, and the long-term 

involvement of non-academics in the appropriation of knowledge are practices that promote participation. I therefore propose that 

this be considered participatory mediation. However, this type of project is not taken into account in many studies on participatory 

research. 
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Parallel Session 1 
W E D N E S D A Y    ·    1 4 : 1 5 - 1 5 : 4 5  

 

 

ROOM C105 
Two Workshops 14.15-15.00 / 15.00-15.45   ·   Chair: Gilles Pradeau/Maeve Lydon 

From Pilot Projects to Postdocs: Mapping the Challenges and Successes of Extended 
Research in Science Shops 

3 
#101 

Gilles Pradeau, University of Perpignan   ·   with Etienne TOFFIN (ULB, Belgium), Martine Legris (univ. Lille, France), Delphine Laurant 
(Univ Montpellier 3, France) 

This workshop explores the dynamics of long-term, community-driven research projects incubated by science shops, emphasizing 

their impact on university-community partnerships. Science shops, which are rooted in research questions brought forward by 

communities, typically rely on short-term student internships or projects. However, this approach often limits the depth of research 

and the potential for long-lasting, meaningful change. Drawing on case studies from 3 science shops (Lille, Montpellier, Brussels), 

this workshop will critically examine the transition from short-term, student-led initiatives to more substantial, long-term projects, 

such as those that culminated in postdoctoral research and doctoral studies. While these longer-term projects—such as 

Montpellier's study on bird mortality in wind parks —demonstrate the potential for richer, more impactful research, they remain the 

exception rather than the rule. A primary challenge is securing sustainable funding and overcoming delays between initial 

community calls and the start of the research. Institutional support is another critical factor, as the maturation of complex, long-

term projects requires dedicated resources and commitment, which are often lacking for projects beyond basic service-learning. The 

workshop will employ Force Field Analysis to map the key forces that influence the feasibility and sustainability of these longer-term 

projects. Participants will collaboratively explore the barriers and enablers to sustaining university-community research partnerships 

over one year or more. By comparing these four science shop models, we aim to identify success factors and develop practical 

recommendations to overcome existing challenges (I.e. funding, institutional support, etc). This session will raise important 

questions for future research. For example, it will consider how the length and complexity of research questions might affect 

community partnerships. Furthermore, it will emphasise the importance of developing skills (amongst everyone from master's 

students to postdoctoral researchers) in fostering deeper, more impactful collaborations. Participants will be able to draw lessons 

from the workshop for their own research, and for research they are collaborating on with CSOs. 

 

Growing Collective Wisdom From Our Hearts and Homelands: Land-Based Learning and 
Practice-based Transformative Research 

5 
#109 

Maeve Lydon, Living Lab Network   ·   with Alyssa Joseph, - Graduate Student-University of Victoria, Malahat First Nation Daniella de 
Roze Ordones - Post Doc in Education at UVic Maeve Lydon- Living Lab Network Program Director Jessica Joseph, Living Lab Network 
Arts and Community Engagement Coordinator, Songhees First Nation Darcy Mathews, Associate Professor Environmental Studies, 
UVic, Living Lab Academic Lead 

Our Growing Wisdom Workshop will creatively share the Story and Practice of our Living Lab Network and invite participants to 

engage in Group Dialogue and Vision- Building from their own experience which we will build into a collective visual 'report' 

including connection-and recommendations to our LKN. Our Living Lab Network (www.livinglabproject.ca) began in 2017 emerging 

out of national and global community-based and Indigenous-rights and pedaogies- focused community-campus relationships. For us 

Research as Solidarity implies that the impact of research is directly relevant to real people and ecosystems in real places, and that it 

is locally grounded and globally relevant. The Living Knowledge Network provides a vital global networking and dialogue space for 

the engagement focused research movement in (what-is-also-called) Canada and we continue to share our work in this space. We 

are a community of practice and support connecting communities, schools and campuses committed to eco-cultural restoration, 

citizen science, land - based learning and Indigenous resurgence. The focus for our front line educational programming in schools , 

community and via our growing graduate research program is to link environmental justice-learning and climate action to 

transformative education and research practice and policy change. We are inspired by the current UN Decade(s) for both Ecosystem 

Restoration and Indigenous Languages and the Calls to Action from the Truth and Reconciliation Commission of Canada which calls 

on non-Indigenous peoples living in Canada to support Indigenous self determination, language revitalization and educational-social 

needs, land-back and settler-immigrant led solidarity efforts with Indigenous peoples. Our workshop will first share our Story and 

Approach co-led by Indigenous and settler educators who are based in both community and university settings. We will include our 

successes, challenges, and creative tensions that we have found and share with participants what we hope are useful -transferable 
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resources for their own planning and research work. This includes how we deal with appropriation ( esp of Indigenous and 

community partner knowledge) and unequal power relations and how to increase funding and access to resources through 

partnership agreements, ethics and governance systems. Overall, we hope that our workshop will inspire more collaborative 

projects, funding and local- global connections and collaborations through LKN- we will document and share the workshop results! 

 

ROOM C108 
5 RESEARCH PRESENTATIONS 14.15-15.45   ·   Chair: Norbert Steinhaus 

Co-Creating Digital Heritage: Research Solidarity Between the University of Pretoria and the 

Historical Society of Mamelodi 

2 
#10 

Martina Jordaan, University of Pretoria, with Rev Chris Nkomo (Historical Society of Mamelodi, South Africa), Mr. Mfana Mathibela 
(Historical Society of Mamelodi, South Africa), Mr. Hannes Engelbrecht (University of Pretoria, South Africa), Dr. Charlene Herselman 

A partnership between the University of Pretoria's Mamelodi Campus and the Historical Society of Mamelodi was established to 

preserve and share the rich narratives of Mamelodi, a township near Pretoria in Tshwane, South Africa. This collaborative initiative 

sought to advance research solidarity by positioning community members as co-creators of knowledge rather than passive subjects. 

The project included training community members and secondary school learners to use cloud-based video-editing software, 

enabling them to produce and upload their own digital stories to a dedicated YouTube channel. Interviews with senior citizens were 

conducted to document lived experiences. Students from the BSocSci (Hons) Heritage and Cultural Tourism programme, together 

with Historical Society members, developed ArcGIS StoryMaps highlighting notable individuals, historical sites, and everyday life in 

Mamelodi. Historical Society members also created their own ArcGIS StoryMaps to showcase key figures from the community. 

Several challenges emerged, including limited digital literacy, access constraints and the need to build trust around co-creating 

sensitive historical content. These were addressed through iterative training, peer support, and flexible timelines that 

accommodated the community partners' pace. The process deepened students' understanding of Mamelodi's history and 

strengthened essential skills such as communication, teamwork, and technical competence, while community members gained 

confidence in digital storytelling methods. The project demonstrates how collaborative digital humanities work can strengthen 

research solidarity by valuing community expertise, fostering shared decision-making and ensuring that research outputs remain 

accessible and useful to local stakeholders. The initiative offers valuable lessons for researchers: the importance of respectful 

relationship-building, co-designing methodologies, and investing time in developing community partners' digital capabilities. Future 

research could explore sustainable models for ongoing digital heritage curation and broader participation, ensuring that 

communities continue to shape and own their narratives. 

 

Towards Research Solidarity in Germany: Pathways to Collaborative Research Cultures 2 
#21 

Victoria Shennan, Berlin School of Public Engagement and Open Science, Museum für Naturkunde Berlin   ·   with Dr Mhairi Strewart 
FRSE 

Despite growing policy commitments to participatory, transdisciplinary, and publicly engaged research, embedding these 

approaches in research systems remains challenging. Our exploratory study in Germany examines how transdisciplinary research, 

participatory research, and public engagement with research (TPPE) are experienced, supported, and constrained across the 

research ecosystem. Drawing on a national survey, expert interviews, focus groups, network mapping, and five case studies, we 

identify structural, cultural, and procedural factors that shape opportunities for collaborative research and equitable engagement. 

Findings show that TPPE practices often depend on individual initiative, with limited institutional support or long-term funding. 

Structural fragmentation, misaligned incentives, and disciplinary norms frequently limit researchers’ ability to engage meaningfully 

with societal partners. Barriers vary by role, positional power, and institutional context, creating uneven opportunities for 

participation and collaboration. At the same time, successful cases demonstrate that stable support structures, coordinated roles, 

and intermediary organizations can foster sustained, solidarity-oriented collaboration. We formulate nine recommendations across 

three levels: (1) systemic frameworks: aligning funding, policy, and evaluation to support collaboration, (2) institutional culture: 

embedding TPPE in organisational strategies, infrastructures, and governance, (3) research careers and practices: recognising 

societal engagement in promotion, workload, and professional development. These recommendations highlight pathways to 

transform research cultures, making collaboration, inclusion, and co-production of knowledge central rather than peripheral. For 

participants, this presentation illuminates how systemic conditions enable or constrain research solidarity and public and community 

engagement with research. Lessons include the need for coordinated infrastructures, cross-actor dialogue, flexible career 

recognition, and targeted support for both researchers and community partners. By connecting evidence from Germany to 

international perspectives, the study offers insights and practical strategies for embedding participatory and transdisciplinary 

practices in research cultures worldwide. 
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Practising Solidarity Within and Beyond the University: Feminist Insights from Community Engagement 

Work 

2 
#22 

Joanna Ozarowska, Maynooth University, Ireland 

This presentation explores civic engagement in Irish higher education through a feminist, critically reflexive lens, arguing that 

meaningful research solidarity must not only attend to university-community relationships but also the internal institutional 

conditions that shape how such work is enacted. Drawing on my qualitative research with Irish civic engagement practitioners, and 

my own position of an insider-researcher, I examine civic engagement as a form of feminist pedagogy - rooted in care, relationality, 

consciousness raising, social justice, equality and transformative learning - while at the same time exposing the gendered, invisible, 

and often marginalised labour on which this work depends. This dual focus reveals a paradox: universities increasingly celebrate 

community engagement rhetorically, yet the practitioners and researchers who sustain it often may experience precarity and 

institutional neglect. Conducting my research required ongoing consideration of the tensions of working within the very structures 

under critique. A critical feminist methodological framework, rooted in reflexivity, power awareness, and the legitimacy of embodied 

knowledge, enabled me to address these challenges while preserving the integrity of participants’ voices. Research solidarity cannot 

be understood solely as an external partnership ideal; it crucially must also involve solidarity with those whose labour facilitates 

community engagement. Future research and practice could therefore interrogate institutional reward systems, workload models, 

and cultures of care, to ensure that solidarity is not reduced to rhetoric or performativity. For researchers and practitioners, this 

presentation offers several lessons. Firstly, feminist pedagogical values can shine a light on both the transformative potential and 

the structural vulnerabilities of engagement. Next, practitioner experiences are crucial sources of knowledge about institutional 

conditions. Finally, solidarity-based research requires close attention to the politics of recognition, labour, and institutional 

responsibility. This perspective invites reimagining engagement as a collective, ethically grounded practice that honours both 

communities and the practitioners who work alongside them. These insights align closely with LK11 Themes 2 (Fostering University-

Community Solidarity) and 7 (Ethics, Power, and Dilemmas), by showing that external solidarity cannot be sustained without internal 

organisational change. 

 

Solidarity in Action: Collaborative Food Systems Research in Urban America 2 
#86 

Ola Klimczak, DePaul University   ·   with Howard Rosing, DePaul University 

Urban food insecurity is an escalating global challenge, particularly in dense metropolitan areas where structural inequities intersect 

with environmental pressures. The presentation focuses on a university collaborative research initiative that addresses the question: 

How can cities feed themselves sustainably and equitably through solidaritybased approaches? Drawing on theories of food 

sovereignty, environmental justice, and participatory research, scholars frame solidarity as a guiding principle for collaborative 

efforts that unite university researchers, community-based food producers, NGO technical assistance providers, and government 

agencies in a major U.S. metropolitan area. Codesigned research seeks to improve the conditions and opportunities for local and 

regional food producers. The approach ensures that knowledge production is not extractive but coowned, actionable, and 

geographically and culturally relevant. Presenters from DePaul University will highlight three interconnected research projects that 

deepen understanding of how, when, where, and why food is produced in and around Chicago. The projects include a land-access 

feasibility study, crop analyses, assessments of production successes and challenges, an impact study on government-funded 

infrastructure, research on growers’ soil health knowledge, and an examination of commercial growers’ readiness to participate in 

public procurement supply chains. Research employs mixed methods—participant observation, conversational interviews, focus 

groups, and spatial and policy analyses—feeding into an in-depth database and dashboard that inform implementation of local 

procurement policies and respect the privacy of growers. Researchers co-design research and evaluation tools and regularly connect 

growers to technical assistance and other resources. Conference attendees will be invited to scan a QR code to access the dashboard 

and share feedback. This initiative tracks progress toward feeding cities across ecological and social dimensions while ensuring 

transparent, community-controlled data governance. It also captures what growers seek from peers and institutions, exposing gaps 

in technical assistance, funding, and policy support. By showing how participatory research advances environmental justice, health 

equity, and community resilience, this work provides replicable models for cities worldwide aiming to transform food systems 

through solidarity and shared governance with local food producers. 

 

Action research based on a university science shop program 2 
#42 

Attila Galambos, University of Pécs - Education and Society Doctoral School of Education   ·   with András NYIRATI, President of Power 
of Humanity Foundation 

In cooperation between the University of Pécs and the Emberség Erejével Alapítvány (Power of Humanity Foundation), courses 

linked to the science shop model have been running for 2022. Their aim is to involve university students and lecturers in the real 
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social challenges faced by local civil society organizations. These courses simultaneously foster the development of students’ social 

competences, deepen their understanding of the functioning of civil society, and strengthen the university’s commitment to social 

responsibility. In the spring semester of 2025/26, three courses with nearly 100 students will participate in the collaboration, within 

which students — after theoretical grounding — conduct research at the involved civil organizations. The research project aims to 

explore how students’ knowledge, attitudes, and collaborative abilities related to civil society change throughout the course. The 

study employs a mixed-methods approach grounded in participatory action research: within a jointly developed research 

framework, pre- and post-measurements, qualitative reflective materials, focus groups, and experiential feedback from civil 

organization mentors are all included. The initial hypotheses of the research are as follows: H1: Before the course, students’ 

knowledge about civil society is low, fragmented, and built largely on stereotypical elements. H2: After engaging in real collaboration 

with civil organizations, students possess significantly higher levels of understanding regarding the functioning of the nonprofit 

sector. H3: Participatory action research processes increase students’ social sensitivity, sense of social responsibility, and 

collaborative competence. H4: Experiential, field-based learning leads to more substantial attitudinal change than traditional, 

theory-based courses. H5: Partnership with civil organizations enhances students’ professional self-efficacy and capacity for 

reflection. The expected contribution of the research is twofold: on the one hand, it provides empirical evidence on how 

participatory learning-research models shape student competences; on the other hand, it offers a methodological model for 

developing sustainable, knowledge-based cooperation between higher education and the civil sphere. The findings may serve as a 

foundation for the broader integration of science shop-type courses into higher education, as well as for strengthening the 

university’s embeddedness in the local community. 

 

ROOM C109 
2 WORKSHOPS 14.15-15.00 / 15.00-15.45   ·   Chair: Marc Pauly/Joanna Habdank 

Philosophical Perspectives on Knowledge & Solidarity 7 
#27 

Marc Pauly, University of Groningen, Faculty of Philosophy   ·   with Yorick Karseboom, University of Groningen, Faculty of Philosophy, 
Netherlands 

The Living Knowledge Network focuses on the co-creation of knowledge and knowledge exchange between (academic) research and 

civil society. A dilemma that can arise in this co-creation and exchange is that there may be different ideas among the actors 

involved about what constitutes valid knowledge or the evaluation of the different kinds of knowledge involved. Similarly, solidarity 

may demand the examination of how power dynamics influence what knowledge is valued, sought or created. To begin with, 

philosophers have distinguished different kinds of knowledge: knowing how, knowing that, knowing what something is like, etc. 

These different kinds of knowledge have different properties (e.g., knowing that something is the case may be more easily 

communicable than what something is like), and one way in which different knowledge systems (e.g., Western science vs. traditional 

indigenous knowledge systems) differ is in what kind of knowledge is given priority. Furthermore, different knowledge systems also 

differ in what kinds of justification are acceptable for claiming that something is the case (experiments, tradition, personal 

experience, etc.). Finally, philosophers have looked at the different knowledge interests that drive our desire to find out the answer 

to a particular problem or question. Our interest can be, e.g., to increase our power over our environment (objects, people, nature) 

or to increase the ways in which we can act in solidarity with our environment or a particular group. Within this last category fall 

more recent philosophical approaches that follow a critical feminist or post-colonial agenda. As research is always interest-driven, 

these interests should be made explicit and put up for discussion. In our workshop, we will introduce some of these philosophical 

theories and concepts in the spirit of a philosophical toolbox in order to see which of these tools are useful for the participants. 

Given the amount of time we have, there will not be time to discuss any of these concepts in depth. Instead, we will only briefly 

introduce these ideas and provide references for further exploration. In a world café setting, the participants will get a chance to 

discuss if and how these notions can be usefully applied to some of their own experiences. We hope that this workshop will provide 

the participants with useful conceptual tools as well as interesting examples that can both illustrate these notions and help us to 

think about these notions further. 

 

Community Compensation and Recognition in CBR 7 
#34 

Joanna Habdank, Simon Fraser University   ·   with Shahad Al-Saqqar - Strategic-Community Engaged Research Manager, Office of 
Community Engagement, McMaster University, Canada Ameil Joseph - Associate Professor and Academic Director, Office of 
Community Engagement, McMaster University, Canada Ray MacNeil - Network Manager, Change Lab Action Research Initiative, St. 
Mary’s University, Canada 

Community contribution to research is immensely valuable. It is often based on individuals’ personal experience and should be held 

with care and honoured with timely, adequate and ethical compensation. Yet students, faculty and administrators often face 
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significant institutional roadblocks to providing research participants with equitable pay in a quick, low-barrier way that places little 

or no burden on the participants. Two years ago, Shahad Al-Saqqar presented on this topic at LK10. In this next workshop, she, along 

with Joanna Habdank, Ray MacNeil and Ameil Joseph, will speak about the developments over the past two years at their 

independent institutions as well as the work they have done collectively to advocate for a change in Canadian federal legislation that 

would increase the amount that participants can receive before they need to declare it as income. The current annual threshold for 

honouraria and payment is CAD $500 (€307) which dates back at least a decade and fails to reflect current economic realities. It also 

does not account for the diversity of people participating in research today or the increasing use of participatory and community-

based research approaches. Inflation, social inequities, and the rising costs of living all necessitate a fresh and equity-focused look at 

this outdated policy. Over the past year, the presenters explored a path forward in addressing the challenge. Together, they 

presented in person and online at four events with participants from across the country. The goal was to share advocacy efforts and 

hear from the community-based research community on their practices with the goal of creating a national movement to seek an 

increase to the current CRA limits. In this workshop, the presenters are interested in hearing from participants from within and 

outside of Canada about their challenges, approaches and ethical considerations. The goals of this workshop will be to: Explore the 

challenges that researchers and administrators encounter and seek input from participants on how they approach this aspect of 

community-based research Provide examples of steps taken within their institutions and collectively to challenge existing policies 

Invite participants to share their challenges as well as how their approaches to navigating institutional and national financial policies 

Offer resources that have been useful in their advocacy and invite participants to share tools and approaches that have been 

impactful 

 

ROOM C111 - 112 
112 WORKSHOP 14.15-15.00 / DISCUSSION PANEL 15.00-15.45   ·   Chair: Pawel Tysiac/Sonia Matoug 

Co-design of the Research Infrastructure for Excellent Citizen Science (RIECS-Concept) 4 
#2 

Pawel Tysiac,Gdańsk University of Technology   ·   with Katarzyna Bobkowska, Gdańsk University of Technology 

This interactive workshop explores how citizen science can be embedded in the long-term institutional and ethical framework of 

research solidarity. It builds on the Horizon Europe project RIECS-Concept, which is developing the conceptual design for the 

Research Infrastructure for Excellent Citizen Science (RIECS) towards ESFRI roadmap. The session contributes to understanding and 

practicing research solidarity by co-designing principles, methods, and governance elements that ensure citizen science is recognised 

as a trusted, inclusive and sustainable part of the research system. Participants will explore how infrastructures like RIECS can 

connect universities, science shops, local communities, and global networks, supporting scientific excellence, equitable collaboration 

and knowledge exchange. We will address key challenges identified through RIECS-Concept engagement activities: fragmentation 

among initiatives, unequal capacities between regions, and limited institutional recognition of community knowledge. Through co-

design tools (e.g. user story cards, mapping exercises), participants will share experiences and propose concrete mechanisms—such 

as open governance models, shared services, and interoperable tools—that foster transparency, participation, and reciprocity. The 

workshop is structured around brief introductions of the RIECS-Concept project and its gained base knowledge, groups co-design 

work, and a collective synthesis. Results will inform the RIECS technological design, engagement model and sustainability roadmap, 

advancing the debate on the foundations of research solidarity. 

 

From Network Building to Twinning: Putting North-South Research Solidarity into Practice in 

Science Shops 

4 
#108 

Sonia Maatoug, Science Ensemble, Tunisia   ·   with Minata Traoré (Bobo-Dioulasso, Burkina Faso); Alassa Fouapon (Université de 
Yaoundé I, Cameroun); Geneviève Georges (SPOT, Port-au-Prince, Haïti); Delphine Laurant (Trait d’Union, Montpellier, France; Hélène 
Chauveau (Université de Lyon II, France); Julie Plouhinec (Sciences Citoyennes, France); Martine Legris (Université de Lille, France) 

The roundtable presents a series of North-South twinning missions organized within the Franco-BDS project, funded under the AUF 

Co//ectif programme. Over a two-year period, partners collectively worked on key issues related to science shop development, 

including strategies for creation, consolidation and sustainability, communication practices, and funding models, across highly 

diverse institutional, social and political environments. The programme included several South-North mobility missions, notably two-

week immersion visits in European science shops for representatives from science shops in Haiti, Cameroon, Burkina Faso, and 

Tunisia. These exchanges led to concrete outcomes, including the creation of a new science shop in Cameroon, the development of 

strengthened projects in Haiti and Burkina Faso, and the co-design of a joint project involving the Science Shop of Tunisia. Together, 

these missions highlighted both the value of peer learning and the structural asymmetries shaping North-South collaboration. The 

experiences demonstrated that science shops within the Francophone network operate in markedly different environments. While 

Northern science shops can provide methodological inspiration, the intermediation process cannot be transferred as a ready-made 

model and must be adapted to local conditions, resources, and societal expectations. The roundtable will discuss the opportunities 
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offered by North-South collaborations, particularly in relation to contextual asymmetries, institutional frameworks, and 

sustainability considerations, as well as the collectively developed responses. It will also explore the shared ambition to contribute to 

the emergence of a structured African science shop network, connected to global solidarity-based research dynamics. 

 

ROOM C204 
WORKSHOP 14.15-15.45   ·   Chair: Emma McKenna 

Does It Make a Difference? Evaluating the Impact of Science Shops on university staff 
practices. 

2 
#126 

Emma McKenna, Queen's University Belfast, UK;   ·   with Réka Matolay, Corvinus University of Budapest, Hungary; Jozefien de 
Marrée, KU Leuven, Belgium; Márta Frigyik, Corvinus University of Budapest, Hungary; Sara Vantournhout, KU Leuven, Belgium, 
Zoryana Pshyk, TU Dublin, Ireland. 

Science Shops support university staff to do more and better Community Engaged Research and/or Learning (CER/L) in a variety of 

ways, to increase research solidarity. This workshop will explore possible ways to evaluate how these supports can have an impact 

on staff, in terms of their values, attitudes, skills and practices. CER/L can happen in the curriculum (where students do the research) 

and through community engaged research by staff and postgraduate research students. Supports for university staff include: 

Upskilling and training opportunities - workshops, accredited Continuing Professional Development (CPD) modules and short courses 

Relationship-building support - partner-matching events; introductions to partners; learning circles and networks Recognition and 

awards - seed funding; time allowance on timetables; promotion criteria; competitive awards including supporting external awards 

Promotional and communications work - profiling practitioners on social media, supporting them to develop academic publications 

Coaching and offering reflective space for practitioners to articulate and interrogate their experiences In terms of evaluating CER/L 

supports, typically we ask participants to submit a short evaluation at the end of a workshop. How can we go beyond this to assess 

the long-term impact in effecting behavioural change and improving the quality and quantity of CER/L projects? And can we assess 

whether any supports might have an unexpectedly negative impact on involvement in CER/L - e.g. disappointment at not winning an 

award? Workshop participants will collaboratively explore this topic, using examples, case studies and prompts to support shared 

learning. The aim is to generate useful ideas and practical examples that participants can take away and try in their own practice. 

This session will be useful to anyone interested in CER/L, particularly Science Shops. This workshop will be led by 4 university science 

shops across Europe, who offer a range of CER/L supports, and evaluate them where possible in the short-term (e.g. at the end of 

workshops, CPD modules, or learning circles). The group has limited experience of evaluating longer-term impact, e.g. a reflective 

questionnaire 6 months after a CPD module for academics to implement CER/L in their teaching; reflective discussions at the end of 

CER/L projects, building up over time as colleagues deepen their practice; annual check-ins with CER/L practitioners. 

 

ROOM C110 
3 X STORY TELLING 14.15-15.45   ·   Chair: Vincent Hazelhoff 

Learning with the Soil: Experiential Education, Solidarity, and Outdoor Pedagogies in the 
LOESS Project 

3 
#54 

Mathieu Goradesky (Controvento)   ·   with Nadia Fellini (Controvento) 

What happens when students leave the classroom and begin to learn with the soil rather than about it? This contribution tells the 

story of how experiential, outdoor education can become a powerful vehicle for solidarity-based learning, fostering both scientific 

understanding and civic responsibility. Within the framework of the Horizon Europe LOESS (Literacy boost through an Operational 

Educational Ecosystem of Societal actors on Soil health) project, the educational social cooperative Controvento has developed and 

implemented a series of outdoor, soil-centered learning experiences involving students of different ages, educators, researchers, 

and local communities. These practices are grounded in the idea that soil is not only an object of scientific inquiry, but also a shared 

living system that connects environmental health, social justice, and collective care. Through hands-on activities—soil observation, 

assessment of soil health, restoration practices, storytelling, and intergenerational and peer learning—students are engaged as 

active participants in solidarity-based research processes. They learn by doing, by caring, and by collaborating: with classmates, with 

younger children, with teachers, and with community actors. In this context, learning becomes experiential, relational, and situated, 

while solidarity emerges through shared responsibility for a common good. Using a storytelling approach, this abstract presents key 

experiences and best practices of outdoor education developed by Controvento within LOESS, highlighting pedagogical strategies 

that integrate scientific knowledge with local and experiential knowledge. Particular attention is given to the role of students as co-

learners and emerging community actors, capable of translating learning into meaningful civic engagement. The contribution reflects 

on how outdoor, soil-based education can strengthen student engagement, deepen learning, and nurture solidarity—offering 

insights relevant to educators, researchers, and practitioners interested in participatory, community-engaged pedagogies. 
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Knowledge and Wisdom; Multicultural Perspective 4 
#152 

Marek Wosinski, Global Network for Sustainable Development (GNSD) 

In today’s individualistic societies, the significance of community wisdom can sometimes be overshadowed as we often prioritize 

individual achievement, expert opinion, and data-driven solutions. While these are valuable, neglecting the collective intelligence of 

communities can lead to loss of valuable insights and weakening of social bonds. Everybody with experience in community 

leadership will agree that to make a community successful its members must have strong sense of community that has four 

components: membership, influence, fulfillment of needs, and emotional connection. As the result of worldwide migration 

population of local communities begins to be more and more diversified. People with various cultural backgrounds bring to the 

community different systems of values, various patterns of communication, as well as culturally based sense of wisdom. These facts 

suggest that leaders who want to successfully lead their diversified communities should possess knowledge about those cultural 

differences. In frame of the Global Network for Sustainable Development (GNSD) I had an opportunity to work with communities in 

various countries: China, India, Nepal, Cameroon, USA, and Poland. In my presentation I would like to share my reflections of how 

cultural differences may affects components of the sense of community. For example for the Westerners, “wise” was clustered with 

“experienced” and “knowledgeable,” whereas the Easterners associated “wise” with “discreet.” Further, the Western samples 

selected “wise” and “knowledgeable” as the favorable descriptors for an ideal self whereas mixed results were obtained from the 

Eastern samples. These examples suggest that the conceptualization of wisdom in the West differs from those in the East, with the 

former emphasizing the cognitive dimension while the latter are stressing the cognitive and the affective dimensions. I will conclude 

my presentation with suggestions how these reflections could be considered in development of educational programs for future 

generation of community leaders 

 

Community garden: a space for participatory imagination 8 
#170 

Justyna Jakubiec, Utrecht University 

CONVIVIUM project is an interdisciplinary coalition of European partners whose main objective is to leverage the material, symbolic, 

and semiotic power of food. One of the project's key areas of focus is the exploration of urban community gardens as spaces of care 

and ecological and social regeneration. One of the biggest challenges of this research is creating and maintaining the balance 

between the analytical perspective and communal sensitivity. How can the researcher, bringing with themselves a research and 

project agenda, approach a community garden not merely as an object of study but, rather, as a community of practice? How can 

the distinction between analytical academic work and engaged, hands-on community work be somehow rethought as a mutually 

supportive process? Through this storytelling exercise, voices derived from research conducted in CONVIVIUM will become central. 

Urban community garden, apart from being a space for plant cultivation, is a space where narratives are cultivated. Each garden 

grows on the basis of a particular story, an imaginary, a narrative. Each individual, once they become acquainted with the garden, 

adds on to this story: by hearing it, observing it, performing it, and, perhaps, challenging it. They imagine a garden in a certain way, 

both before entering it as well as after becoming part of it. Aiming to address the question of which participatory and collaborative 

research methodologies to employ when working with communities of practice, this storytelling exercise will introduce the concept 

of participatory imagination. According to Corey Dolgon, participatory imagination allows citizens not only to define social problems 

but also to develop their own research and action agenda collaboratively. The notion of participating in the imaginary can be seen as 

one of the most promising methodologies that has the potential to introduce impact - both for academic research as well as for 

communities of practice. 
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Parallel Session 2 
W E D N E S D A Y    ·    1 6 : 0 0 - 1 7 : 3 0  

 

ROOM C105 
TWO WORKSHOPS 16.00-16.45 / 16.45-17.30   ·   Chair: Petra Liebherr/Daniel Ludwig 

Solidarity, open-source, and science shops in the field of digital infrastructures 1 
#107 

Petra Liebherr, Wissenschaftsladen Dortmund,   ·   with Katrin Hedemann, Universität Vechta, Science Shop Vechta/Cloppenburg, 
Germany Kirsten von der Heiden, Sustainopreneurship Science Shop AFoReg Interchange, Germany Germany Frank Nord, 
Wissenschaftsladen Dortmund, Germany Dominik Steffan, Technische Universität Berlin, ZEWK / Wissenschaftsladen kubus, Germany 

Digital tools and media deeply shape our workday in academia, research itself and also the way science shops work, communicate 

and organise participation. Usually, science shops, citizen scientists, et al. are just users of IT systems and services; the underlying 

technologies and infrastructures go unnoticed (fortunately, they just work;). Which systems are used is typically determined by “the 

market”, where those technologies and infrastructures dominate, which are the best at monetizing the users’ contents and privacy, 

and locking them in. Not to mention their resource usage. But in this workshop we want to explore the other, the “solidarity side” of 

IT, where many people in society are taking part in the production of an abundancy of digital content and free, open-source 

software, which they make available without a fee (donations are welcome). What could be the benefits of dealing with open-source 

software for science shops and maybe in a further step for the communities they work with? Practical answers would be: no licence 

fees, less hardware resources required, usability, data sovereignity, security, interoperability (based on open standards like the 

Internet), and open-source projects are usually run by communities in a co-operative and helpful manner (an interesting topic by 

itself). Sounds good to science shops et al. - at least in theory. This workshop is based on joint practical efforts of the co-presenters, 

who form the IT working group of wissnet, the network of German language science shops. The group takes care of wissnet's 

common IT resources (e.g. the website) and explores open-source tools for collaboration between science shops. We suggest to 

start the workshop with our input, a brief introduction to the open-source field, followed by Q&A. Then participants could share 

their experiences, needs, and interests that might call for (or result from) open-source solutions. As common needs and interests 

show up, we could form subgroups to discuss these, or work on some of them collectively. The results of collecting and discussing 

topics will be listed, and used in a concluding discussion to identify open questions, practical obstacles to using open-source, and 

topics being a starting point for practical collaboration. Another outcome might be further digital activities of participants, e.g. a 

common channel for discussion, to research and share solutions, and to organise solidarity in our use of digital tools and 

infrastructures. 

 

The Impact of Generative AI on Participatory Science: Between Promise and Responsibility 7 
#73 

Daniel Ludwig, University of Vechta and wissnet   ·   with Katrin Hedemann/University of Vechta, Science Shop Vechta-Cloppenburg 
and wissnet; Kirsten von der Heiden/Sustainopreneurship Science Shop aforeg interchange and wissnet; Dominik Steffan/kubus 
(Technical University Berlin) and wissnet; Frank Nord/Science Shop Dortmund and wissnet 

The rapid development of generative AI raises fundamental questions for participatory science: How does the role of citizen 

scientists change when algorithms increasingly take over tasks that previously required human expertise? Are AI models displacing 

intermediary institutions such as science shops? Who benefits from the automation of scientific processes - and who might be 

excluded? This workshop invites a critical examination of how generative AI influences power dynamics and participation 

opportunities in participatory research. Rather than presenting ready-made solutions, potential areas of tension will be explored: Is 

there a threat that the efficiency gains from AI could undermine the intrinsic motivation and learning of citizen scientists? What new 

forms of exclusion arise when technological infrastructure and access to data are unequally distributed? How can we ensure that AI 

systems do not reproduce or amplify existing social biases? We take a particularly critical look at the issue of data sovereignty: When 

citizen scientists collect data that then disappears into proprietary AI systems - who owns these insights? How transparent are the 

algorithms that process participatively collected data? Is there not a risk that local, context-based knowledge is rendered invisible by 

standardized AI analyses? The workshop combines dilemma scenarios and a summarizing discussion panel. Participants are invited 

to bring in their own experiences, reflections, and observations. We will focus on concrete hypothetical case studies and conflict 

scenarios. The following questions are central: What unintended consequences might certain AI applications have? Which voices are 

missing in current debates? Which ethical dilemmas remain unresolved? The workshop thrives on the expertise and critical 

questions of the participants. We intentionally create space for doubts, contradictions, and uncomfortable questions that often go 

unnoticed in enthusiastic technology discourses. What conditions must be met for AI to truly democratize rather than centralize 

participatory science? What mechanisms do we need to address power and knowledge asymmetries? And how can we ensure that 
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technological innovation does not come at the expense of human autonomy and societal diversity? The workshop concludes with a 

panel discussion with documented outcomes. Ideally, a working group should be formed to further engage with the topic. 

 

ROOM C109 
3 X STORYTELLING 16.00-17.30   ·   Chair: Calumn McGeown 

Let's Talk About Cough 6 
#30 

Ellen Dowell, Imperial College London 

Multi-award winning creative engagement project, Lets Talk About Cough, develops empathy and understanding about chronic 

cough - a condition affecting 10% of people worldwide. Cough is the most common symptom for which people visit their GP. A 

cough lasting longer than eight weeks is a chronic cough, though many people are affected for decades. One in ten people are 

affected by chronic cough with women disproportionately affected. Chronic cough has a debilitating impact, but is persistently 

dismissed as ‘just a cough’. Let’s Talk About Cough is a Wellcome funded creative engagement project involving people with lived 

experience of chronic cough, creative practitioners and researchers from the University of Manchester and Imperial College London. 

The project set out to achieve a highly participatory, non-hierarchical, creative exchange process between researchers, healthcare 

professionals and lived experience participants. In this arts-based session, creative activities will engage delegates with our 

participatory process of using creative writing, drawing, imagery and metaphor to share stories and experiences about cough. We 

will share our immersive audio experience, One in Ten (gold winner at the Audio Production Awards 2024) - 

https://www.letstalkaboutcough.net/one-in-ten/ One in Ten is an eye-opening experience layering moving personal stories with a 

fascinating journey into the mysteries of the human body. Listeners will be guided through an imaginative, powerful and evocative 

soundscape and invited to walk in the shoes of people deeply affected by a complex and misunderstood condition. We will share 

patient perspectives through an interactive activity exploring the Let’s Talk About Cough Pocket Book - a handbook for people living 

with chronic cough, coproduced with patients - https://www.letstalkaboutcough.net/pocket-book/ 

 

Byres Community Hub: a model of community-university solidarity 6 
#95 

Susan O'Donnell, University of Glasgow 

Byres Community Hub sits within the University of Glasgow’s Clarice Pears School of Health and Wellbeing building in the west end 

of Scotland’s largest city. The Hub is a unique space within the University and the city of Glasgow for research and community 

collaboration and supports the University of Glasgow’s mission to tackle health inequalities so prevalent in our city and improve 

lives. At the heart of this story is the belief that lived experience is a powerful form of knowledge and that research must be 

informed by, and responsive to, the communities it seeks to serve. We will trace the journey of Byres Community Hub from 

consultation through co-production to community-led delivery welcoming over 30,000 members of the public across 3000 meetings, 

events, and exhibitions in our first three years of operating. Alongside this institutional narrative, this is also a personal story of our 

careers as a social scientist in health researcher and community engagement professional, dedicated to cultural change in research 

and connecting universities and communities to address inequalities. The challenges we had previously experienced, our 

motivations, combined with the University of Glasgow’s civic ambition and the school’s commitment to community based health 

research, have converged to create Byres Hub. Through this session, we will give an overview of qualitative and quantitative 

research findings from a process evaluation on Byres Community Hub. This together with a short video will bring in the voices and 

perspectives of hub users from the internal university community and external local community. We will also illustrate our story with 

images showing some of our collaborative activities such as our annual health and wellbeing community day and from evidence-

based approaches to community collaboration, such as ‘Communiversity’ project which trained members of the public to be peer 

researchers to identify barriers and opportunities to help people in their community with physical activity. We will share details of 

community-led researcher development programme at the University of Glasgow called ‘Learn Together’ to prepare researchers for 

engaging marginalised communities. Attendees will be invited to reflect on a ‘Prescription for Change’ in their own contexts -

identifying existing practices that foster solidarity, as well as new ideas they can take forward. We will conclude by sharing further 

resources, answering questions, and welcoming opportunities to connect and continue the conversation beyond the session. 

 

Co-Producing Mathematical Models of Epidemics Together: Embedding lived experience 
for better research 

6 
#97 

Sarah Barnes (COMMET project, University College London)   ·   with Curtis Ochan Ashok (COMMET Project, University College 
London), Lucy Rycroft-Smith (University of Cambridge & COMMET project, University College London) 



Living Knowledge 11  ·  Research and Solidarity 

32 

OOur storytelling work-in-progress session explores how co-production can transform epidemic modelling by embedding lived 

experience into technical research. Through the COMMET (CO-producing Mathematical Models of Epidemics Together) project, we 

aim to create models that better reflect real-world realities by working directly with affected communities. Models of infectious 

disease transmission have been increasingly used to inform policymaking in response to epidemics. These models mathematically 

express relationships between complex biological, behavioural and social phenomena and there is a need to ensure that their design 

and application reflect lived experience of affected communities. Co-production in epidemic modelling takes time and funding, 

which can be challenging in the context of a rapid emergency response, but offers richer, more relevant outputs and strengthens 

trust between science and society. Using mpox as a test case, we combine expertise from anthropology, epidemiology, mathematics, 

and social science with insights from community co-producers - people whose lives intersect with the communities most impacted 

by mpox in the UK. Research solidarity is central to our approach: we aim to share decision-making power, value lived experience 

alongside academic expertise, and design processes that prioritize inclusivity. This has required navigating challenges such as 

developing a shared language reflecting both community and disciplinary-specific meanings, balancing academic timelines with 

community needs, addressing disagreements or differing priorities within a diverse team, and making payment for co-producers’ 

contributions. There are many trade-offs to be navigated in decision-making as part of co-production: for example how early to bring 

in co-producers; how to make decisions equitably among team members with large differences in expertise and knowledge about 

particular issues; how to practically create a ‘safe space’ for individuals to show up as their whole selves and find peace with 

decisions that they may not fully agree with. We will discuss our experiences of the overriding tension between the goals of co-

production, especially when it comes to sharing power, and the realities of working within universities which traditionally do not 

prioritise this. We invite participants to consider these issues and their implications for the future of co-production. 

 

ROOM C111 
112 3 X STORYTELLING 16.00-17.30   ·   Chair: Reka Matoley 

Environmental Justice and Planetary Solidarity through Embedding Water Sustainability in 
Primary Schools 

5 
#9 

Saima Khan, Nottingham Trent University 

Nottingham aims to become the UK’s first carbon neutral city by 2028 (CN28). Its charter explicitly states that everyone must be 

educated on the issues- yet my PhD research reveals a critical gap: water sustainability education in primary schools remains 

fragmented, theoretical, and unevenly distributed. Children from lower socio-economic backgrounds have less access to meaningful 

outdoor and heritage learning, raising a fundamental question of environmental justice: who gets to learn, and who does not? 

Teachers lack time, support, funds and relevant resources. The charter also calls for third-sector collaborations to support schools in 

delivering sustainability education. This storytelling session presents a radical case-study: ‘A Temple to Water’ - an award-winning, 

immersive theatre performance delivered at Papplewick Pumping Station by Dragon Breath Theatre, offered to primary schools. 

Children time-travel to Victorian Nottingham, confront the cholera crisis, and learn how engineering solved a public health 

emergency. Through cognitive, sensory and empathetic engagement - they connect past solutions to present climate challenges - 

water scarcity, flooding, and resource depletion. Drawing on experience-observations, teacher interviews, focus groups, and 

thematic analysis, through my research findings, I highlight the significant role third-sector collaborations can take in bridging the 

gap between CN28 ambitions, Gov curriculum guidance and classroom reality. One Year 3 child reflected: ‘I never cared about water, 

but now I know why it is so important for health and everything’. I argue that planetary solidarity begins with education. The 1850s 

water crisis in Nottingham required collective action across class and disciplines; today’s climate crisis demands the same. But 

solidarity cannot happen if few children receive the tools to care, and some don’t have opportunities for basic education. I will share 

my story of collaborations and community initiative responding to support flood-affected families from a remote village Sohbatpur. 

An example of local solutions to global issues. From Victorian health crises to water sustainability education in UK Primary 

Curriculum and to flood-affected Sohbatpur- the lesson remains the same: environmental justice and planetary solidarity demand 

that we learn from our shared stories and work together to make education accessible for every child, so that together we can face 

the global challenges of today and the future. 

 

Listening to the Land: A Geopark Story of Practicing Research Solidarity from Indigenous 
Borneo 

5 
#134 

Ahmad Syafiq Ahmad Nasir, University Sustainability Centre (USC), Universiti Malaysia Sarawak (UNIMAS)   ·   with Ahmad Syafiq 
Ahmad Nasir, Haslan Ottot, Rafeah Wahi, Noraziah Abdul Wahab, Noorhaslina Senin, Narayanan N Kulathu Ramaiyer University 
Sustainability Centre (USC), Universiti Malaysia Sarawak (UNIMAS), Malaysia 

This paper presents a community-based case study from the Sarawak Delta Geopark, Malaysian Borneo illustrating how research 

solidarity can be actively practiced through equitable university-community partnerships. Drawing on Community-Based 
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Participatory Research (CBPR) principles and Malaysia’s Service Learning (SULAM) platform, the study demonstrates a shift from 

instrumental uses of Indigenous knowledge toward shared knowledge production with Kampung Peros, a Bidayuh Indigenous 

community. The work is guided by the UNIMAS Lestari Canvas, a university-wide framework for community-centred sustainability 

and knowledge co-creation. Research solidarity is enacted through long-term engagement, shared decision-making and the 

recognition of Indigenous oral histories, cultural practices and place-based stewardship as legitimate and authoritative knowledge 

systems within sustainability research. Rather than positioning communities as research subjects, the approach foregrounds them as 

co-creators and co-stewards of geoheritage and local development pathways. Several challenges were encountered, including 

power asymmetries between academic institutions and community actors, tensions between scientific and Indigenous 

epistemologies and institutional pressures for rapid, quantifiable outputs. These challenges were addressed through reflexive 

practice, iterative dialogue and flexible research timelines, allowing community priorities to shape both research processes and 

outcomes. In terms of impact, the collaboration contributed to cultural revitalisation, strengthened community stewardship of 

geoheritage, experiential student learning and Sarawak’s successful positioning as Malaysia’s aspiring third UNESCO Global Geopark. 

Beyond these outcomes, the case highlights the need for institutional transformation within universities to support solidarity-driven 

research, including ethical reflexivity and closer integration of teaching, research and community engagement. The study offers 

transferable lessons for researchers and practitioners working in Indigenous, rural and sustainability contexts, including the 

importance of humility and trust-building, the value of slowing down research processes and the need to treat research solidarity as 

an ongoing commitment rather than a project outcome. Keywords: Research solidarity; Indigenous knowledge; Community-based 

participatory research; Geopark development; University-community engagement 

 

Multispecies perspective on nature-based solutions: Experience of a PAR project in mental 
health sector 

5 
#178 

György Pataki, ESSRG Nonprofit Ltd.   ·   with Gabriella Farkas (Magház Association), Orsolya Lazányi (ESSRG), Beáta Pántya (ESSRG), 
Katalin Réthy (Magház Association), Mónika Rusvai (ESSRG) 

Nature-based solutions (NBS) in the EU policy jargon is primarily applied as an engineering concept to coupled social-ecological 

problems and often misses a multispecies perspective. In a collaboration between a research organisation, an agroecology NGO and 

a psychiatric hospital, we addressed this theoretical challenge in practice, while redesigning the hospital garden into a healing 

garden in a participatory action research (PAR) that integrates nature into the healing process and enhances the garden as a natural 

habitat at the same time. Our project aimed to address NBS in mental health by enacting multispecies agency and participation. 

However, participation is not as straightforward as one might expect in a healthcare sector where institutional uncertainties, rigid 

hierarchies and employee burn-out are widespread, while a multispecies perspective on healing is hardly acknowledged in the 

medical process. To address these challenges we worked with multispecies mapping, creative encounters, and small-scale co-

produced interventions. To explore the garden as a multispecies habitat, we employed multisensory techniques: timelapse videos, 

soundscapes, sit-spot method for embodied, immersive understanding. Creative encounters were emerging: the hospital staff 

became interested to try some of the methods and invited us to apply them in therapy sessions for clients. Thus, all actors could 

foster a multispecies and multisensory understanding of the hospital garden in a way that also contributed to the healing process. 

We followed the approach of ecological repertoire analysis and the eco-psychological concept of affordance and map the garden 

from the perspectives of, for example, birds, pollinators, etc. The hospital garden’s more-than-human affordances were visualised as 

maps, in addition to affordances for human therapeutic use. Micro-interventions were co-produced in the garden based on 

immediate needs of clients and staff in a way that contributed to species diversity, too. We aimed for making the PAR process to be 

experienced not as an extra burden for the hospital staff but as a creative exercise that contributes to improving together the 

hospital practices towards enhancing multispecies understanding. Through PAR process, we were able to bring in voices less heard in 

mental health due to both hierarchies in the medical profession and human exceptionalism. 

 

ROOM C204 
WORKSHOP 16.00-17.30   ·   Chair: Amanda Demmer 

Solidarity and Social Change through Community-Based Research: How to Measure the 
Impact of Research on Communities 

8 
#70 

Amanda Demmer, Community-Based Research Canada   ·   with Joanna Ochocka, Community-Based Research Canada, Canada 

Community-Based Research (CBR) is inherently a practice of solidarity. Unlike traditional extractive research, CBR aims to mobilize 

people, democratize knowledge, and effect tangible social change. However, a persistent challenge for researchers and practitioners 

is demonstrating this impact: how do we measure "solidarity," "empowerment," or "relationship building" when academic systems 

prioritize publications and citations? This 90-minute skills workshop bridges the gap between CBR theory and the practical 
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evaluation of its outcomes. We will explore how participatory and collaborative research methodologies can serve not only as data 

collection tools but as mechanisms for social change themselves. Session Structure and Interactive Methodology: The session is 

designed to move from foundational concepts to applied practice: 1. Overview of CBR : We will begin with a broad overview of CBR 

principles, discussing how this approach leads to the mobilization of people (solidarity) and community impact. We will discuss the 

specific challenges of evaluating these non-traditional outcomes and briefly introduce frameworks—such as the Community-Based 

Research Excellence Tool (CBRET)—that attempt to capture them. 2. Case Study Application (40 mins): Participants will break into 

small groups to work through a real-world case example. Groups will be tasked with co-developing indicators to measure the impact 

of the research. Participants will identify how to measure the "invisible" work of solidarity, such as trust-building, capacity 

development, and policy influence. 3. Synthesis and Toolkit Building (20 mins): Groups will share their indicators, discussing which 

participatory methods best capture specific types of impact. Outcomes and Implications: Participants will gain a stronger theoretical 

understanding of how CBR functions as a vehicle for solidarity, along with practical skills in measuring the impact of research. By 

shifting the focus from "measuring the community" to "measuring with the community," this workshop offers lessons on how to 

hold research institutions accountable to the values of social justice and meaningful public engagement. 

 

ROOM C110 
3 x STORYTELLING 16.00-17.30   ·   Chair: Glen Millot 

The Curio Us case of Citizen Science in the North of the Netherlands 2 
#38 

Niels Alberts-Visscher, University of Groningen / Beta Science Shop   ·   with Anouk Marsman, Forum Groningen, The Netherlands 

While citizen science platforms are often either driven by either knowledge institutions or a societal organization separately, CurioUs 

has been a collaboration between the university and the public institution "Forum Groningen" from the get-go. In this storytelling 

session, we would like to take you through the evolution that CurioUs has made in the 6 years since its inception all the way to how 

we’re collaborating with regional public libraries to structurally embed citizen science practices in our public library system. In this 

storytelling session, we will demonstrate how we try to use the citizen science program to improve the connection between science 

and new target audiences, how we (initially and continually) funded the program and are trying to structurally embed our activities 

in public institutions as well as the various citizen science initiatives and approaches we have attempted in during time. Of course, it 

would not do to present such a story from the perspective of the university alone; therefore we are going to present this story both 

from the perspective of the Forum Groningen, the public institution that is involved in CurioUs from the start of the program, as well 

as the recently partnered public libraries and our future plans to shift from top-down to bottom-up approaches 

 

20 Years of the Flemish Science Shop Network: Local Enrichment Through Regional 
Connection 

2 
#41 

Eva Van Moer, University of Antwerp & Flemish Science Shop Network   ·   with Jozefien De Marrée (KU Leuven, Belgium), Sara 
Vantournhout (KU Leuven, Belgium), Isaak Vervaecke (Vrije Universiteit Brussel, Belgium) 

In 2006, after a successful pilot project, the Flemish Minister of Science launched the Flemish Science Shop Network. Each of the five 

Flemish universities set up a Science Shop to connect students, academic supervisors, and civil society organisations (CSOs), 

stimulating community-based (student) research. Initially, the five Science Shops collaborated through a shared digital database of 

research questions and weekly meetings. Over time, priorities shifted, and three of the Science Shops - at Ghent, Hasselt and Leuven 

- gradually phased out. Only Antwerp and Brussels remained active. Between 2010 and 2020, these two partners strengthened 

collaboration through an updated database and continued joint efforts, stimulating hundreds of students and supervisors to work 

with Flemish CSOs and creating a sustainable model for academic-societal engagement. In 2021, Leuven rejoined the network, 

forming a unique interuniversity partnership that stands out in Flanders. This collaboration brings together universities across 

institutional boundaries and combines expertise from different areas - Education, Research, and Engagement. It creates a shared 

space where innovative ideas for community-based research can grow so that more social challenges can be addressed. As a result, 

lasting connections are built between universities and CSO’s, while students gain meaningful, firsthand learning opportunities. It 

shows how universities can work together to create lasting social value. The interuniversity collaboration allows each university to 

maintain its own identity while sharing knowledge and resources. Each Science Shop faces similar challenges (student engagement, 

sustainable collaboration with CSO’s, dissemination of research) and can offer help and advice from their own experiences. What is 

often a strength can sometimes become a challenge. Because each university has its own priorities, developing a shared plan within 

the network is not always straightforward. The network shows how institutional barriers can be overcome, while also reminding that 

further progress is still needed. During a storytelling session we are happy to share our experiences and reflect on challenges and 

successes. 
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The Role of Science Shops in European (Research) Collaboration 2 
#77 

Norbert Steinhaus, WILA Bonn - Bonn Sciene Shop   ·   with • Giovanna Grossi, Science Shop University of • Nadia Fellini, ControVento 
• Ayfer Yilmaz, ANS • Daniel Jianu, APOPSI 

Good partnership practices focus on a shared vision, trust and clear communication. Mutual support, transparent goals and 

proactive problem-solving for long-term success, not just short-term gains, are core elements in project work. Science Shops have in 

common to supply custom-oriented knowledge, facilitate community partners working with universities, and offer - where linked to 

universities - project-oriented learning experiences for students. Thus they contribute to a participative education which addresses 

issues of relevance to society's transformation processes. The LOESS project is the most recent collaboration in a Horizon Europe 

funding in which 13 out of 20 partners identify themselves as Science Shops or organisations committed to Community Based 

Research and Learning (CERL). Science Shops - with or without structural links to universities - are playing their role in addressing the 

European societal challenges, building capacities and developing innovative ways of connecting science to society. The presenters in 

this story will briefly reflect on experiences in this research collaboration, challenges they faced in implementing a multi-actor 

approach in their work environment and the expected impact of being a leading light or navigation support in community 

engagement and participatory research. 
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Parallel Session 3 
T H U R S D A Y    ·    1 0 : 0 0 - 1 1 : 3 0  

 

 

Keynote Lecture 
T H U R S D A Y    ·    0 9 : 0 0 – 0 9 : 4 5    ·    P L E N A R Y  H A L L  

Jan-Gustav Strandenaes — Teaching hope or managing disasters? 

 

Keynote Lecture 
T H U R S D A Y    ·    1 2 : 0 0 – 1 2 : 4 5    ·    P L E N A R Y  H A L L  

Prof. Srdjan Verbic — Lessons We Never Learn 

 

ROOM C105 
5 X RESEARCH PRESENTATION 10.00-11.30   ·   Chair: Michael Jorgenson 

Community Air Pollution Monitoring: From Bucket Brigades to Digital Networks—Lessons 
in Solidarity and Justice 

5 
#83 

Natalie Sampson University of Michigan-Dearborn   ·   with Giuliana Motta, University of Michigan, US 

This presentation traces the historical and global evolution of community air pollution monitoring programs, highlighting how acts of 

research solidarity have supported environmental justice advocacy. Drawing on a literature and content review, we examine the 

evolution from early “bucket brigade initiatives to contemporary, digitally-powered community science efforts. Community-led air 

monitoring reflects a collective response to gaps in official oversight, driven by the imperative to address local harms and amplify 

marginalized voices through the democratization of monitoring tools and data. Yet communities continue to face challenges: limited 

access to resources, restrictive policies that can inhibit the use of community-generated data, and ongoing debates about expertise 

and epistemic justice. Why must residents be tasked to do this work, and how are their findings valued by policymakers and agency 

authorities? By reviewing over 25 programs across the world, we highlight diverse partnerships, strategies, and approaches to 

community air pollution monitoring initiatives. Preliminary results suggest that while technology has empowered collective action, 

many obstacles for broader impact persist related to quality control, data management for open networks, broader community 

reach and engagement, and effectiveness and actionability of communications related to air monitoring data. From this review, we 

also offer lessons for researchers and practitioners interested in community-driven or participatory research on building respectful 

collaborations that recognize community agency and expertise. We conclude by reflecting on the implications for future research 

and practice: fostering greater inclusion, supporting co-produced knowledge, and advancing planetary solidarity in addressing 

environmental injustices. 

 

Soil as a Social Commons: Research, Solidarity, and the Role of Social Sciences in Soil 
Education 

5 
#105 

Marta Kuhnová University of Ss. Cyril and Methodius in Trnava   ·   with Andrea Čajková (University of Ss. Cyril and Methodius in 
Trnava, Slovakia) 

Soil is a shared yet unevenly understood resource that connects environmental sustainability, food systems, climate resilience, and 

social well-being. Despite its central role in societal challenges, soil education has traditionally been dominated by natural science 

perspectives, often overlooking the social, cultural, and political dimensions that shape how soil knowledge is produced, accessed, 

and used. This contribution argues that social sciences are essential for fostering solidarity-oriented, participatory soil education that 
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bridges research and society. The presentation brings together insights from two closely connected initiatives: LOESS (Literacy boost 

through an Operational Educational Ecosystem of Societal actors on Soil health) and its sister project PIDVE (Soil in the Mirror of 

Interdisciplinary Science). Anchored in the EU Mission A Soil Deal for Europe, LOESS applies social science approaches to map soil-

related knowledge gaps, co-create educational resources with diverse societal actors, and establish Communities of Practice linking 

researchers, educators, civil society, and policymakers across Europe. The project demonstrates how participatory research and 

transdisciplinary collaboration can strengthen soil literacy while fostering shared responsibility for soil stewardship. Building on this 

foundation, PIDVE extends the LOESS framework by embedding soil education within local historical, cultural, and ethnological 

contexts in Slovakia. Through interdisciplinary research, visual tools, and interactive formats, PIDVE connects scientific soil 

knowledge with lived experiences and cultural narratives, making soil visible as a social and cultural commons rather than a purely 

technical subject. Together, LOESS and PIDVE illustrate how social science-driven collaboration can transform soil education into a 

space of research-based solidarity, empowering communities, enhancing mutual learning, and supporting inclusive sustainability 

transitions. The session will actively engage participants in reflecting on their own roles in co-producing soil knowledge and exploring 

transferable approaches for socially embedded environmental education. 

 

Solidarity in soil research: between neoliberal governance and local knowledge 5 
#144 

Giulia Nurchi University of Sassari   ·   with Laura Dessantis (University of Sassari - Italy), Valentina Ghibellini, (University of Sassari - 
Italy), Andrea Vargiu (University of Sassari - Italy). 

This proposal presents a critical reflection developed within the LOESS project (HORIZON 2023-2026), part of the European Mission 

"A Soil Deal for Europe". LOESS co-creates alternative educational pathways on soil protection with communities of practice and 

territorial actors, responding to the deterioration of European soils and its impacts on biodiversity and ecosystems. The reflection 

addresses the paradox of participation in ecological transition: European policies promote active involvement of local communities, 

but in neoliberal governance contexts this process operates a translation of responsibility. The management of ecological 

consequences is delegated to citizens and communities, called upon to take charge of environmental regeneration without a 

corresponding transfer of decision-making power. This shift from the structural to the micro level risks individualizing problems that 

require systemic responses. In parallel, we question whether participatory research in LOESS can generate forms of knowledge 

rooted in local knowledge, historically subordinated in epistemic hierarchies. We adopt a decolonial perspective (Santos, 2014) to 

interrogate how environmental science privileges "scientific knowledge" at the expense of indigenous and community knowledge 

systems, based on knowing how and knowing how to be (Kimmerer, 2013) - competencies embedded in daily territorial practices. 

The contribution explores how the co-production of knowledge on soil as a common good (Harvey, 2012; Davico, 2004) can open 

spaces of agency for communities of practice. Through the analysis of LOESS experiences, we propose a sociological reading of the 

tensions between top-down approaches of sustainability policies and bottom-up community practices, between redistribution of 

responsibility and redistribution of power, between expert knowledge and local epistemologies in environmental research. We 

reflect on the challenges encountered in balancing academic neutrality and commitment to environmental justice, on power 

dynamics in participatory research, and on how to build solidarity in knowledge production that integrates different knowledge 

systems in an equitable, non-hierarchical way. 

 

Agri:change - a transformation project from Lower Saxony 5 
#148 

Norbert Steinhaus Verbund Transformationsforschung agrar Niedersachsen 

The transformation of agriculture is a task for society as a whole. As part of the 5-year joint project agri:change, science, practice, 

politics and society are jointly developing ways towards a resilient, sustainable agricultural and food system. The state of Lower 

Saxony is funding the project with around 25 million euros from the zukunft.niedersachsen programme together with the 

Volkswagen Foundation. The project, coordinated by the University of Göttingen and in close cooperation with the trafo:agrar 

network, aims to shape transformation processes, use resources efficiently, improve animal welfare, open up new business areas 

and promote acceptance. Participatory approaches to sustainability research and co-creation play a central role in the project's 

research teams as well as in the training of about 50 young scientists. Through transdisciplinary cooperation, practice-oriented real-

world laboratories and dialogue with stakeholders, the project contributes to ecologically, economically and socially sustainable 

agriculture in Lower Saxony. The presentation describes the development process, hurdles it managed to overcome, and methods 

and formats of the joint project. 

 

Citizen Science on Socioenvironmental Conservation: social participation on Public Policies 5 
#157 



Living Knowledge 11  ·  Research and Solidarity 

38 

Mohammad Gharesifard (Institute for Science Education & Communication I Center for Learning and Teaching - Faculty of Science 
and Engineering │ University of Groningen)   ·   with Mariana Inglez Biosciences Institute - University of São Paulo │ Institute for 
Science Education & Communication - University of Groningen; Alessandra F. Bizerra (Bioscience Institute - University of São Paulo│ 
Brasil); 

This presentation draws on ongoing postdoctoral research conducted in Itanhaém, on the southern coast of São Paulo State, Brazil. 

The municipality is characterized by high biodiversity within coastal Atlantic Forest ecosystems, while simultaneously faces intense 

socioenvironmental conflicts related to infrastructure and industrial expansion, indigenous peoples’ rights, and unregulated urban 

growth in protected areas (Souza & Pinheiro, 2020; 2022). Despite substantial academic research on biodiversity conservation in the 

region (e.g., Namora et al., 2009; Silva & Ghilardi-Lopes, 2012; Blotta et al., 2021; Costa et al., 2024), local communities have 

historically been excluded from scientific processes, and research outcomes rarely reach them, reinforcing a persistent gap between 

science and society. To address this issue, we investigated how different social actors—municipal officials, civil society organizations, 

and community members—perceive and engage with Itanhaém’s socioenvironmental heritage. The study adapted the Participatory 

Heritage Inventory methodology (IPHAN, 2016) to incorporate biocultural memory perspectives (Toledo & Barrera-Bassols, 2009; 

Ávila & Vasquez, 2012) and was supported by semi-structured interviews. Participants identified socioenvironmental challenges, 

local assets, and tensions among social sectors (Inglez & Bizerra, 2025). The findings highlight structural inequalities related to race, 

gender, and class that shape decision-making processes, access to resources, and vulnerability to climate-related impacts, as well as 

a strong demand for greater public participation in biodiversity conservation and climate action. In response, the research proposes 

integrating Citizen Science (CS) and Public Policy (PP) to strengthen social participation in conservation efforts. This approach aligns 

with international frameworks such as the Kunming-Montreal Global Biodiversity Framework (2022) and also with the practicing 

solidarity via academic research. In collaboration with scientists from the Netherlands, this presentation aims to share insights on CS 

approach and ways to support public policies for socioenvironmental conservation, considering societal participation, highlighting 

shared challenges, methodological possibilities, lessons learned and best practices connecting European and Brazilian experiences. 

 

ROOM C108 
5 X RESEARCH PRESENTATION 10.00-11.30   ·   Chair: Katrin Hedemann 

University Cooperation for Hydrosocial Resilience in Imbabura, Ecuador 5 
#137 

Jaume Feliu, Universitat de Girona   ·   with Cristina Mera Aguas Moraima, Guillermo Guzman Chavez, Sergi Nuss-Girona 

"The Andean province of Imbabura (Ecuador), home to nearly 470,000 people and marked by high ethnic diversity, faces significant 

social, educational, and hydrosocial inequalities despite recent progress in human development. In a territory rich in water resources 

and recognized as a UNESCO Global Geopark, Imbabura experiences a paradoxical water crisis driven by páramo degradation, 

agrochemical pollution, insufficient wastewater treatment, and rapid urbanization, which together undermine hydrosocial resilience 

and increase flood and ecological risks. Governance conflicts linked to Indigenous land rights, competing stakeholder interests, and 

limited access to primary data further complicate effective decision-making. In this context, PUCE University seeks to act as a 

neutral, knowledge-based actor capable of addressing territorial complexity through citizen science, collaborative planning, and 

participatory governance. Since 2023, the University of Girona has partnered with PUCE within a framework of horizontal university 

cooperation focused on educational innovation, nature-based solutions, and living labs, with particular attention to climate 

adaptation, sustainable water management, and collaborative cartography. The project aims to strengthen professional 

competencies and initiatives for resilient and just territorial and hydrosocial adaptation. It combines the transfer of innovative 

teaching methodologies, the development of a university Living Lab grounded in citizen science, and the preparation of a European 

Erasmus+ project on socioecological resilience. Planned activities include intensive training courses, low-cost environmental sensing 

workshops using Arduino technology, academic exchanges, and a Master’s thesis on land-use change. Although part of the project is 

scheduled for implementation in March 2026, its design already contributes to research solidarity by prioritizing capacity co-

creation, local empowerment, and social return. The initiative addresses key challenges—contextual complexity, data scarcity, and 

North-South asymmetries—through collaborative strategies, trust-building, and training-centered approaches. Its broader 

implications point to the potential of university-based living labs as hybrid spaces linking teaching, applied research, and territorial 

action, offering transferable lessons on reciprocity, adaptability, and long-term cooperation. 

 

Students as Change Agents for Planetary Solidarity 3 
#61 

Ann-Kathrin Bremer Catholic University of Eichstätt-Ingolstadt   ·   with Anne-Kathrin Lindau, Martin Luther University Halle-
Wittenberg, Germany 

Universities play a central role in tackling global challenges and are considered a driving force for sustainable development 

(Rieckmann & Bormann, 2020). They serve as a link between sci-entific knowledge and society and pursue planetary solidarity by 
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training students to become agents of change (Rieckmann, 2018). In this context, service learning is recognized as one of the most 

effective approaches to holistic education and is increasingly implemented in universities worldwide (Stöhr & Herzig, 2021). Also, 

service learning is increasingly acknowledged as a suitable method within the context of education for sustainable development. The 

interdiscipli-nary collaboration in various projects facilitates a scientific exploration of socially relevant is-sues, contributing to the 

acquisition of skills necessary for addressing current challenges and driving transformation processes (Spraul et al., 2020). At the 

Catholic University of Eichstätt-Ingolstadt and the Martin Luther University Halle-Wittenberg in Germany, research is being 

conducted on the gap between the widespread use of service learning at universities and empirically verifiable effects, such as its 

impact on student learning outcomes (Bartsch & Grottker, 2020). The research mainly focuses on the question: What influence does 

service learning have on students' acquisition of sustainability skills? Fur-thermore, there is a research interest in students’ 

sustainability consciousness and their percep-tion of self-efficacy. To address this question, a survey instrument based on existing 

research literature and questionnaires was designed and validated using a pre-post design (Bremer et al., 2024; Bremer et al., in 

review). Interventions, in the form of service learning seminars, were conducted at several German universities between the 

surveys. Some seminars collaborated with practice partners on sustainability projects within the universities, while others took a 

more tra-ditional approach, working with non-university partners. Beyond that, students are asked to re-flect on their role within 

sustainable development. These reflections are analyzed with the quali-tative content analysis (Kuckartz & Rädiker, 2022) and 

triangulated with the quantitative data. The presentation provides an insight into the collection and findings of the quantitative data 

and compares it with conclusions from the qualitative content analysis. From this, indications for further research into the role of 

change agents can be derived. 

 

Re-evaluating the Role of Living Labs in University-Civil Society Collaborations: Insights 
from French Civil Society Organisations 

2 
#106 

Gilles Pradeau, University of Perpignan   ·   with Stéphanie Bost (ALLISS, France) 

Our paper examines the role of CSOs in shaping the research agendas of French living labs, with a particular focus on the extent to 

which participatory science challenges traditional scientific governance and institutional structures. Drawing on Hess’s (2022) 

concept of "Undone Science", we explore how CSOs in these living labs seek to address research gaps in sustainability science that 

have been largely underrepresented in mainstream scientific research. Each experience focuses on environmental transitions along 

the Mediterranean coast in the south of France. They explore how spaces function as knowledge co-production sites and if CSOs can 

influence research agendas. We used qualitative methods to conduct semi-structured interviews with representatives from three 

CSOs in each of four living labs. These interviews focused on their collaborations with universities and research centres, the 

challenges they face in shaping research priorities, and their level of involvement in the scientific process. We found that while CSOs 

are deeply involved in data collection, volunteering and advisory roles, their participation in defining research goals is limited. We 

observed that CSOs are typically positioned in reactive roles rather than as co-designers of research, despite their valuable sectoral 

knowledge. Our analysis shows that institutional barriers in French living labs are compounded by limited resources, power 

imbalances and a lack of formal communication. As in Spain (Llorente et al, 2021), we found that the collaborative potential of living 

labs is undermined by a lack of training in collaborative methodologies. We argue that for CSOs to take a more active role in co-

constructed science, changes are required. These include structural reforms to enhance CSO participation in research design and 

training programmes for CSOs and academic staff on transdisciplinary collaboration. Our findings reveal variations in the level of CSO 

influence across different living labs. Governance models influence the extent to which CSOs can actively shape the research agenda. 

Promoting collaborative methodologies and empowering CSOs to take on more active roles at all stages of the research process can 

foster greater inclusivity. Further investigation is needed into how participatory research can be institutionalised within European 

living labs to address these challenges and foster University-Community solidarity. 

 

Enhancing Societal Impact through E-Community Engagement 4 
#117 

Martina Jordaan University of Pretoria   ·   with Prof Audrey Falk, Merrick College, USA 

This paper examines the e-community initiatives spearheaded by the University of Pretoria’s Mamelodi campus, South Africa. 

Through active collaboration with international institutions, the campus has successfully broadened its outreach, integrating diverse 

global perspectives into local community engagement. These digital environments support real-time knowledge sharing and the 

formation of enduring professional relationships that evolve beyond the scope of individual projects. Despite inherent challenges, 

including disparate time zones, scheduling constraints, and limited internet bandwidth, programme evaluations consistently validate 

the efficacy of e-community engagement. These projects have significantly enriched the experiences of high school learners and 

community members by providing access to student-led initiatives. Observed benefits include heightened student involvement in 

social issues, enhanced pedagogical outcomes, and the development of critical problem-solving skills. Furthermore, the ability to 

connect with a global network of experts allows local participants to gain contemporary insights into complex societal challenges. 
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The paper concludes by detailing the successes and obstacles encountered in virtual engagement. It provides strategic 

recommendations for future projects, emphasising the critical need for infrastructure investment and digital literacy training for 

both university staff and community partners. Finally, the study explores methods for enhancing cross-cultural collaboration, 

asserting that flexibility and adaptability are foundational to cultivating meaningful and sustainable digital interactions. 

 

The role of communication in collaborative knowledge production 2 
#176 

Magdalena Bielenia-Grajewska, University of Gdansk 

The aim of this presentation is to discuss the role of communication in collaborative knowledge production, exchange and 

dissemination. This topic is important for several reasons. First, all stages related to knowledge creation and distribution require 

effective communication. Secondly, language is an indispensable part of collaborative knowledge production, often involving 

participants from different backgrounds, age groups and linguistic communities. Thus, language determines the process and 

outcome of knowledge creation, determining the way data is collected, analysed and presented to the public. To narrow the scope 

of the research, the focus will be on different types of university knowledge production, taking into account standard university 

teaching and researching as well as university-community engagement, including the collaboration with different stakeholders 

coming from outside the academia. The mentioned research will enable to show the role of literal and symbolic language in talking 

about data and explaining difficult concept to different learners, taking into account various level of specialized knowledge. In 

addition, language will be understood in the broad sense, paying attention to e.g. both verbal and pictorial metaphors in sharing 

scientific concepts. The theoretical part will be enriched by practical examples, showing how formal and informal communication, 

involving literal and symbolic discourse, shapes collaborative knowledge in offline and online knowledge sharing. The research 

methodologies will include corpus studies, discourse analysis (Critical Discourse Analysis, Cross-Cultural Discourse Analysis) and 

network studies (Actor Network Theory, Social Network Analysis). 

 

ROOM C109 
3 X STORYTELLING 10.00-11.30   ·   Chair: Khan Rahi 

Solidarity in Practice: Open Educational Resources for Responding to Researcher Hostility 7 
#76 

Victoria Shennan Berlin School of Public Engagement and Open Science, Museum fuer Naturkunde Berlin   ·   with Iris Geigenmuller 

Hostility towards researchers is increasingly recognised as a challenge within the German academic landscape. Although it affects 

every research discipline, targeted researchers often find themselves isolated, while institutions may be caught off guard or 

underprepared. At the same time, researchers are encouraged to engage more visibly with the public, creating tension between 

openness and personal wellbeing. In this exposé, we present a set of Open Educational Resources (OERs) designed to strengthen 

individual and institutional capacities for dealing with hate speech and hostility towards researchers. These OERs have been 

developed within KAPAZ: "Capacities and Competencies in Dealing with Hate Speech and Hostility towards Science", a 

multidisciplinary project combining empirical insight with practical support for the research community. Within this context, we 

developed two training programmes: a multi-day Summer School for early career researchers, and a series of Train-the-Trainer 

workshops for professionals in research support roles. Drawing on our work, we explore two central challenges: the development of 

support structures and tools for dealing with hostility in the absence of a unified framework, and the highly context-dependent 

nature of each incident. Our response was to develop a solidarity-based, co-creative training concept that invites participants to 

collaboratively map resources, exchange experiences, and design support structures that fit their own institutional and personal 

contexts. Across both programmes, this collaborative approach fostered a strong sense of mutual support and collective agency. 

Participants not only gained practical tools but also co-created action points and strategies they could take back to their institutions, 

highlighting solidarity as one of the most powerful outcomes of the process. The resulting OERs consolidate these methods and 

insights into a training toolkit that can be freely shared, adapted, and expanded. In this session, we offer an overview of these 

resources and invite participants to explore how they might use or build on them to strengthen support structures within their own 

communities. Our exposé will serve as a starting point for an open conversation about the integration of the OERs in different 

contexts, as well as a broader discussion on strengthening community resilience against hostility towards researchers in complex 

institutional environments. 

 

Patient and Public Involvement with Forced Migrants: An Empirical Exploration of Ethical 
Issues 

7 
#116 
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Elin Inge Uppsala University   ·   with Nimo Elmi (public contributor, Sweden), Yasmin Omar (public contributor, Sweden), Georgina 
Warner (Uppsala University, Sweden), Ulrik Kihlbom (Karolinska Institutet, Sweden). 

Patient and public involvement (PPI) with forced migrants is a way of enacting research solidarity in research on health and 

migration, through an active collaboration throughout the research process. PPI can have positive impacts on health research, but 

this relies on PPI being conducted in a meaningful, respectful, and inclusive way, especially when involving representatives from 

more seldomly involved populations such as forced migrants. The migration experience poses specific risks to one’s health and 

forced migrants are more likely to experience inequities, such as racism and other societal systems of oppression. This leads to 

epistemic injustice, where the experiences of forced migrants are not represented where research is conducted and knowledge is 

produced. Empirical knowledge on the ethics of involving forced migrants is scarce. Unsolved ethical issues risk hindering meaningful 

involvement and jeopardize the research process, as well as harming the public contributors and causing moral distress. We (two 

public health researchers, a philosopher and two public contributors with experience of forced migration) aimed to identify ethical 

issues in PPI with forced migrants and present case examples. We used a multimodal approach and analysed various qualitative data 

with thematic analysis, and then discussed the identified ethical issues using the ethical principles by Beauchamp and Childress and 

PPI-centred values. The ethical issues identified were - Treating forced migrant public contributors as a vulnerable group can inhibit 

autonomy - Non-inclusive communication strategies can contribute to injustice - Regulations around payment risk excluding the 

most vulnerable from involvement - Public contributors risk being excluded from partaking in decision-making - If trust is not 

established, public contributors do not feel safe sharing honest input In the conference, the first author aims to discuss the ethical 

issues with ‘relational ethics’ as a frame, with a focus on how to conduct PPI with forced migrants in an ethical way - as a way to 

actively counteract epistemic injustice in academia. Finally, the first author would like to present a tool for ethical PPI that we 

created based on this research, which we suggest can be used to reflect around and reduce ethical issues in the early stages of a 

collaboration and throughout the collaboration. 

 

By Word of Mouth: Following the Thread of Trust in Lebanon 7 
#167 

Dóra Diófási Corvinus University of Budapest / Corvinus Science Shop   ·   with Réka Matolay - Corvinus University of Budapest - 
Corvinus Science Shop 

This contribution focuses on the prologue of community-engaged research: the phase of arrival, orientation, and preparing the 

ground for engagement. Based on one month of doctoral fieldwork conducted in January 2026 with community-led food networks in 

Lebanon, it explores how early encounters, delays, and unexpected connections shape the direction of a research project in a 

context strained by prolonged economic and political instability. The session is structured around a short field narrative that makes 

visible the practical questions of early fieldwork. Two weeks into the research, the organizational contact originally imagined as the 

main research partner had not yet materialized, while several conversations had already taken place with other actors. Sitting on a 

remote farm in the mountains, the researcher reflects on a recurring dilemma: when does it make sense to hold on to an initial 

research plan, and when is it necessary to let it go and follow the openings that emerge? A central focus of the session is the 

challenge of locating a meaningful point of entry for community-engaged research in practice. Rather than presenting a predefined 

project, the work involved remaining attentive to whether and how collaboration might emerge over time. This required navigating 

periods of uncertainty, as potential forms of engagement developed slowly through ongoing conversations alongside participants’ 

limited time and pressing concerns. Introducing oneself as a “researcher” sometimes reinforced suspicion, shifting attention away 

from planned participatory activities toward trust-building as the main form of work. Access developed gradually through word of 

mouth: trust established with one actor opened paths to others, while conversations about future collaboration often remained 

uncertain. The session is designed as a storytelling-based discussion. Following the field narrative, participants will be invited to 

engage with a set of concrete questions drawn directly from fieldwork experiences, focusing on entry, timing, trust, and decision-

making in the early stages of community-engaged research. Reflections from the doctoral supervisor are also included, addressing 

the challenges of guiding research projects that unfold through uncertainty rather than predefined pathways. 

 

ROOM C111 
112 ROUND TABLE DISCUSSION 10.00-11.30   ·   Chair: Andrea Vargiu 

European University Alliances as catalysts for research solidarity and community 
engagement 

2 
#158 

Andrea Vargiu University of Sassari   ·   with • Alicia Betts Avila (University of Girona, Spain, ACROSS Alliance) • Joanna Morawska 
(Gdansk University, Poland, SEA-EU Alliance) • Maura Adshead, Eileen Hoffler, Tracey Gleeson and Niamh Anne O'Sullivan (University 
of Limerick, Ireland, EMERGE.EU Alliance) • Bojana Culum Ilic (University of Rijeka, Croatia, YUFE Alliance) • Magdalena 
Stremplewska (Nicolaus Copernicus University in Torun, Poland, YUFE Alliance) • Noémie Rousset (University Lumière Lyon 2, France, 
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BAUAHUS4EU Alliance) • Thomas Farnell (Institute for Development of Learning, Croatia) • Marta Congiu (University of Sassari, Italy, 
EUNICoast Alliance) 

European University Alliances represent a transformative initiative launched by the European Commission to create transnational 

networks of higher education institutions working together as integrated European universities. These alliances offer significant 

opportunities to advance community engagement by creating a collaborative continuum spanning from local communities to 

international partnerships, fostering methodological exchange and developing models of research solidarity that bridge territorial 

scales. This roundtable brings together practitioners from different European University Alliances to share their approaches in 

developing community engagement within these transnational frameworks. Each speaker will present concrete experiences, 

highlighting successful practices and challenges encountered when navigating multi-institutional, multi-cultural, and multi-lingual 

collaborative environments. These presentations will explore how alliance structures might contribute to research solidarity by 

opening questions around democratizing knowledge production and developing shared practices balancing academic rigor with 

social responsibility. The presentations will serve as catalysts for an open, participatory discussion. Through collective reflection, we 

aim to identify common obstacles—such as institutional resistance, resource disparities, and differing national traditions—while 

exploring the transformative potential these alliances offer. The roundtable will foster collaborative thinking about strategic 

approaches to strengthen European University Alliances as instruments for meaningful community engagement, developing 

actionable recommendations for researchers, practitioners, and institutions committed to research solidarity. Workshop Itinerary 1. 

Welcome & framing the session — 10 minutes 2. Lightning presentations from Alliance practitioners — 45 minutes Six Alliances × 7 

minutes each which will explore two main thematic areas: - Concrete examples of community engagement practices, instruments or 

strategies. - Initiative and strategies for institutional change within transnational, multiinstitutional setting. 3. Panel discussion — 15 

minutes Open conversation of speakers at the table, moderated by Thomas Farnell. 4. Open floor for interaction with public — 15 

minutes Open conversation among people in the room, moderated by Thomas Farnell. 5. Closing reflections — 5 minutes 

 

ROOM C204 
TWO WORKSHOPS 10.00-10.45 / 10.45-11.30   ·   Chair: Victoria Lowerson Bredow / Katie MacDonald 

Supporting just transitions and endings in research practice: tools for fostering community-
university solidarity 

2 
#99 

Victoria Lowerson Bredow Research Justice Shop, University of California, Irvine   ·   with Connie McGuire, Research Justice Shop, 
University of California, Irvine, United States 

Solidarity in research requires commitment to intentional, ongoing practices that resist dominant research structures and innovate 

within existing research institutions. In this workshop, the directors and founders of the Research Justice Shop at the University of 

California, Irvine, will share tools to intervene on and support a moment in the research cycle when communities are particularly 

vulnerable to loss of access to data and research findings: the end of the academic year and/or funding cycles. Specifically, we will 

share a transition planning tool we piloted during the 2024-2025 academic year; participants will experiment with it in a facilitated 

activity. The Research Justice Shop draws on community-based participatory research (CBPR) methods, which emerged as a direct 

response to a long history of extractive and harmful university-community relations, often referred to as 'parachute science.' While 

the literature on CBPR and related fields is robust, academic and practitioner literature provide templates for collaboration 

agreements (e.g., Memoranda of Understanding) that address project endings and data plans at the outset. However, less attention 

has been paid to supporting actual transitions and endings, and fewer tools are publicly available to guide researchers and 

communities through these vulnerable moments. From 2018 to 2023, RJS ran a 13-month-long fellowship that paired 

interdisciplinary teams of graduate students with long-term partners at local community-based organizations to conduct year-long 

community-based research projects, often building on ongoing research. The 13-month fellowship included a one-month overlap 

between cohorts of fellows to support information transfer and relationship building—a warm hand-off. In 2023, RJS embedded the 

fellowship into a federally-funded training program, which supports a third CBO partnership, more fellows, but a reduced fellowship 

period (12 months), and less overlap between cohorts. In 2024-25, as part of refining the fellowship CBPR curriculum, we developed 

a template transition plan tool for the fellows and CBO partners to experiment with and adapt. We will share the tool with workshop 

participants and show examples of the transition plans we have created. Through facilitated activities, we aim to gather feedback to 

improve the tool and generate knowledge on practices that support the transitions and endings of research partnerships in the 

interest of research justice. 

 

Exploring Solidarity and Complicity in Research Praxis 7 
#124 

Katie MacDonald Athabasca University 
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This workshop will engage participants to think about roles, responsibilities and relations that researchers have to their research 

topics and communities (both those they research with and belong to). Specifically, I explore relations of solidarity and complicity in 

research. To facilitate collective thinking about these relations, I will begin with sharing two key dilemmas of solidarity and 

complicity in my work. The first dilemma emerges in the focus on my work in strengthening the Canadian nonmarket housing sector. 

Here I consider what solidarity means in housing justice, and the competing possibilities of nonmarket housing in relation to the 

current and escalating housing crisis documented by researchers and activists. One possibility for public housing is the 

decommodification of housing, and the second role is the increasing connection between the surveillance state and public housing 

in governance apparatuses. I ask, what does solidarity mean in this context of possibilities for both liberation and managerial 

governance? The second dilemma I share shifts to my social location as a researcher attending to the realities of settler colonialism 

in the Canadian context, and its impact on housing security and complicity with ongoing transnational violence through pensions, 

investments, and technology. I ask, what does it mean to do work on housing justice in an institution that is complicit with the 

destruction of home? Sharing recent thinking on roles of researchers in housing justice (Chatterjee, Sisson & Condie 2022), writing 

on our situatedness within institutions (Henderson et al. 2025), and research on the idea of “traitors” (Sherman, 2021; Harding, 

1991; Frye 1983), the workshop will turn to collective reflection through writing and discussion on how to work in solidarity and 

navigate the complexity of research and complicity as traitors to unjust systems. 

 

ROOM C210 
TWO WORKSHOPS 10.00-10.45 / 10.45-11.30   ·   Chair: Emma McKenna / Julia Derkau 

Scoping interdisciplinary research in Science Shops: Plotting a course for the future 2 
#146 

Emma McKenna Queen's University Belfast   ·   with Dr Calum McGeown, Queen's University Belfast Chougher Doughramajian, 
Queen's University Belfast Dr Claire McDonnell, Technological University Dublin 

There is growing recognition that more interdisciplinarity and transdisciplinarity are needed in Higher Education for understanding, 

responding to and preparing students for the many challenges and ‘wicked problems’ our societies face from local to global levels. 

These may include any number of social, ecological, economic, public health issues, and more. Yet inter- and transdisciplinarity are 

still uncommon in curricula across Europe - and how they are designed, supported, and sustained varies widely across the contexts 

where they do take place. Science Shops are well placed to contribute to developing and facilitating this work in substantive and 

significant ways by building university-community solidarity. They occupy an almost unique position within universities that 

promotes and supports authentic co-creation and collaboration between students, academics, and community groups. By creating a 

space for reflection and co-learning, this session will therefore explore what inter- and transdisciplinary student research looks like 

(or could look like) in Science Shop practice with the aim of identifying approaches and mechanisms to help it flourish. Rather than 

presenting a fixed model, using a world café approach we invite participants to share experiences, questions, and emerging 

practices. Through facilitated discussion, the session will collaboratively scope key issues, tensions, and possibilities, helping to build 

a shared understanding of how Science Shops can support inter- and transdisciplinary research as a learning, partnership, and co-

creation process. After a brief introduction to the topic the session will ask participants at tables to identify where they have seen 

inter-/transdisciplarity implemented - either well or badly, drawing on both experiences of teaching and research. Through 

facilitated discussion, we will ask participants to consider enablers of good interdisciplinary practice in community engaged research 

and learning projects. Participants will have an opportunity to move around 3-4 tables during the discussion. Facilitators will share 

key learning and participants will be invited to note their own takeaways. 

 

From Strategy to Solidarity: Stress-testing a Campus-Community Partnership Framework 2 
#78 

Julia Derkau University of Mannheim   ·   with Prof. Dr. Karl-Heinz Gerholz, University of Bamberg, Germany; Jörg Miller, University of 
Duisburg-Essen, Germany. 

This workshop builds directly on a participatory workshop held at the 10th Living Knowledge Conference, where participants 

collaboratively explored practices and challenges of knowledge building in campus-community-partnerships. Insights from that 

session were translated into a strategy paper on Campus-Community-Partnerships (CCPs), developed within the German-speaking 

University Network for Social Responsibility and published in 2025. At the 11th LKC, the workshop invites Science Shops and 

Community-Based Research practitioners to work with this strategy paper as a practical working instrument rather than a finished 

product. Framed as a problem-solving living lab, the session focuses on how solidarity between universities and communities can be 

fostered, governed and sustained through institutional partnership frameworks. By treating the CCP Framework not as a normative 

blueprint but as a contested, practice-based learning tool, the workshop addresses the gap between strategic ambitions and lived 

partnership realities. Participants will “stress-test” the CCP framework in international small groups, drawing on their own 

institutional and community-based experience. Group work addresses key questions: How transferable are CCP strategies across 
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national, cultural, and institutional contexts? Which blind spots, assumptions or tensions emerge when strategies meet everyday 

practice? How can governance models support solidarity-based collaboration without instrumentalising community partners? What 

role do intermediary structures such as Science Shops play in enabling and protecting solidarity-oriented research relationships? 

Rather than aiming for consensus, the workshop creates space to surface dilemmas, context dependencies and alternative 

approaches. Through facilitated synthesis, participants will co-develop a “living version” of the strategy framework, enriched by 

international perspectives, additional principles, and practice-based adaptations. Outcomes are twofold: participants develop good 

practices for implementing CCP strategies at their own institutions and these practices are systematised to identify transferable 

principles, inform best practices, and further develop the CCP framework. Results will be documented as a shared resource for the 

Living Knowledge Network. The workshop prioritises interaction, peer learning, and co-creation and is designed for practitioners 

actively involved in campus-community partnerships. 
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Parallel Session 4 
T H U R S D A Y    ·    1 4 : 1 5 - 1 5 : 4 5  

 

ROOM C105 
FULL SESSION INCLUDING 3 X STORYTELLING 14.15-15.45   ·   Chair: Claire McDonnell 

Hacking the borderlands: Building solidarity between education for soil health and community 

engaged research and learning - Lessons from the LOESS project 

2 
#138, 139, 

159 

Dr Claire McDonnell, Technological University Dublin   ·   with Dr Emma McKenna and Dr Calum McGeown, Queen’s University 
Belfast. Dr Réka Matolay and Márta Frigyik, Corvinus University Budapest 

LOESS is a Horizon Europe Mission Soil project that promotes soil literacy across Europe, with Community Engaged Research and 

Learning (CERL) providing one of the key approaches for connecting students, educators and community partners around real-world 

soil health challenges. The LOESS project challenged three universities with different starting points to build connections between 

soil health education and CERL. This storytelling session invites you to hear how we built out from our experience of community 

engagement, dealing with barriers including limited soil health expertise, weak or emerging networks, institutional change, and the 

challenge of engaging colleagues across disciplinary boundaries. Through Communities of Practice, stakeholder engagement, local 

networks, community partnerships, and the co-development of the LOESS CERL for Soil Health module, we worked to create the 

conditions for educators and community partners to explore how soil health could be embedded within teaching and learning. 

Across the three contexts, progress was often non-linear, requiring experimentation, collaboration and persistence before 

momentum emerged. After a general introduction, we will present three different stories: At Queen’s University Belfast, existing 

Science Shop partnerships enabled the development of community-defined soil health projects and ultimately helped engage 

educators from disciplines beyond environmental sciences, including engineering. At Technological University Dublin, a CERL for soil 

health project was piloted within the Chemistry discipline, enabling colleagues with soil health expertise to experience community-

engaged approaches in practice. This, along with the support of our TU Dublin Engaged Research Network, helped build momentum 

for wider adoption across the institution. At Corvinus University Budapest, CERL for soil health was integrated into an Agribusiness 

specialisation within the Business and Management BA programme through a series of Oxford-style debates shaped by questions 

proposed by community partners, creating new opportunities for dialogue between students and communities. This session reflects 

on what helped bridge the borderlands between soil health, community engagement and higher education. We explore the 

importance of local relationships, institutional support structures, interdisciplinary collaboration and international partnership in 

enabling change. We also share early evidence of how CERL can support educators from diverse disciplines to integrate soil health 

into curricula, develop community-engaged projects, including the 10 exciting CERL projects which were developed across 7 

countries during our module. The session will discuss and highlight practical lessons for institutions seeking to build community-

engaged approaches in new areas and demonstrate how working in solidarity across universities and countries can create fertile 

conditions for innovation and lasting educational change. 

 

ROOM C108 
5 X RESEARCH PRESENTATION 14.15-15.45   ·   Chair: Alicia Betts 

PikoPark: Tiny Green Spaces, Big Community Impact 6 
#11 

Michaela Shields Bonn Science Shop 

Imagine a park no bigger than a tennis court -yet powerful enough to transform a neighborhood into a space for biodiversity, climate 

resilience, and community spirit? PikoPark turns this idea into reality by creating compact, nature-focused green spaces with 

residents and citizens. And here’s the game-changer: This model doesn’t disappear once the funding ends. From pilot to policy 

PikoPark is now part of Germany’s national climate adaptation funding programme - and other initiatives supporting climate action, 

Education for Sustainable Development, and social empowerment. Could your city / housing company tap into these opportunities 

too? At the 11th Living Knowledge Conference, we’ll share our experiences on how research and solidarity can drive change in 

community-driven urban greening. How do participatory design and collaboration help overcome common barriers? And what does 

it take to ensure projects like PikoPark thrive beyond the pilot phase? Let’s discuss how small green spaces can spark big 

transformations—and how you might adapt this approach for your own community. 

 

Philosophical Impact and the Impact of Philosophy 1 
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#28 

Yorick Karseboom University of Groningen   ·   with Marc Pauly - University of Groningen - the Netherlands 

Often when it comes to discussions about the impact of science, the humanities need to put in more effort to show in which ways 

their research has societal impact. Moreover, within the humanities, philosophy especially is often regarded as a field of study that 

resides in an ivory tower, providing no impact to society in general. With the Knowledge Centre of Philosophy (Science Shop of the 

Faculty of Philosophy) we show in several ways that this is a misconception about the humanities and the field of philosophy 

specifically. A key example is the course Philosophy Outside the Walls, in which bachelor students of philosophy work on “wicked 

problems” derived from society in order to create philosophical impact. Examples of such philosophical questions are: “What does 

an inclusive city for everyone look like?” “To what extent should we be tolerant of those who are intolerant” but also questions like 

“What is the nature of data?” During this course, students work on these questions in collaboration with the organisations that 

asked them, in order to provide them with perspectives from philosophical theory, and thereby creating impact. We argue therefore 

that philosophy is a key field of science that provides a framework for solidary research, and that philosophy does in fact make a lot 

of impact. But what does philosophical impact look like? In our paper: Philosophical Impact and the Impact of Philosophy, we argue 

that philosophy is impactful in three different ways: by applying philosophical theories, by mapping out existing theories and 

concepts and lastly by providing constructive ontological critique. The former two are also forms of impact that are found in other 

fields of science. The latter however is a specific form of impact that is only found within philosophy. Constructive ontological 

critique plays a crucial role in carving out the foundation of other sciences and forms of research, and we will argue that it is an often 

overlooked and misunderstood form of impact. Therefore it is especially important to recognise the importance of constructive 

ontological critique as an impactful tool for re-establishing stuck frameworks which are based on cultural or historical biases that are 

worthwhile re-examining. Especially when it comes to solidarity. In our research presentation we will elaborate on these claims, give 

examples of the three forms of impact that philosophy can have and explain the importance of philosophical impact, namely as a 

tool of constructive ontological critique. 

 

Beyond Declarative Solidarity: The Science Hub UniLodz Model for Community-Engaged 
Collaboration in the UNIC Alliance 

4 
#114 

Małgorzata Dzimińska University of Łódź 

This research presentation examines Science Hub UniLodz as an operational model for implementing community-engaged research 

and education within the European University Alliance UNIC (The European University of Cities in Post-Industrial Transition). UNIC is 

a transnational alliance of ten universities embedded in post-industrial cities across Europe, established to foster collaboration in 

research, education, and societal engagement. While the alliance provides a shared strategic framework, Science Hub UniLodz 

functions as a concrete mechanism translating transnational objectives into locally embedded collaborative practices across partner 

universities and cities. The case study is based on a qualitative analysis of twelve Science Hub UniLodz projects implemented 

between September 2025 and June 2026. Projects are carried out by transnational and interdisciplinary teams composed of 

academic staff and students from the University of Łódź and another UNIC partner institution and a representative of a city or 

societal partner. Each team addresses an urban or societal challenge identified drawing on shared knowledge, experience, and 

solutions developed within the UNIC network. The analytical framework draws on concepts of research solidarity (Stilgoe et al., 

2014), community-based research (Strand et al., 2003), quadruple helix collaboration (Carayannis & Campbell, 2012), and 

experiential learning (Kolb, 1984). The collaborative projects cover a broad range of urban challenges, including social inclusion and 

urban safety, multiculturalism and post-industrial urban memory, green transformation and climate resilience, as well as urban 

environmental and life sciences research, illustrating how diverse disciplinary perspectives can be integrated within a shared 

community-engaged framework. The findings indicate that Science Hub UniLodz constitutes a transferable and scalable model for 

European and global university networks seeking to operationalize solidarity-oriented research and education. Moving beyond 

declarative notions of solidarity, the model shows how transnational university alliances can activate shared knowledge and co-

created practices to address urban challenges with local communities through cross-border knowledge exchange, mutual learning 

between cities, and the adaptation or co-creation of solutions responsive to local needs. 

 

A PALAR-Ubuntu-Capability Model for Solidarity Based Research 1 
#122 

Lesley Wood North-West University 

Contemporary community engaged research increasingly demands attention not only to methodological rigor but also to ethical 

commitments grounded in solidarity, relationality, and shared learning. Drawing on Participatory Action Learning and Action 

Research (PALAR), Ubuntu philosophy, and Sen’s Capability Approach, this presentation suggests an integrated framework for 

analysing and evaluating solidarity based research in practice. PALAR frames research as a relational, collaborative, and iterative 

endeavour in which knowledge is coproduced through cycles of action, reflection, and learning. Ubuntu deepens this orientation by 



Living Knowledge 11  ·  Research and Solidarity 

47 

foregrounding mutual recognition, interdependence, and collective wellbeing, captured in the maxim “I am because we are”, and by 

positioning research as a practice shaped by care and shared responsibility. The capability approach adds an evaluative lens that 

focuses on the extent to which research expands people’s real freedoms and opportunities, understood as substantive capabilities, 

at both individual and community levels. The framework is illustrated through a qualitative evaluation of research undertaken with 

early childhood care and education (ECCE) practitioners working in under-resourced contexts in South Africa. The analysis 

demonstrates how the PALAR-Ubuntu-Capability triad brings into view the conditions and conversion factors that enable or 

constrain solidarity within research processes. Findings suggest that participatory action learning and action research can enhance 

capabilities related to agency, professional voice, and the relevance of practice, particularly when embedded in Ubuntu values of 

inclusion, dignity, and shared meaning making. However, structural constraints such as workload pressures, limited digital access, 

and uneven facilitation can undermine both capability expansion and solidarity. By integrating methodological, ethical, and 

evaluative dimensions, the proposed framework offers a coherent and empirically grounded approach for solidarity oriented 

research. Its applicability extends beyond education to community-university partnerships, participatory health and environmental 

research, and global research networks committed to democratising knowledge production and advancing collective wellbeing. 

 

Developing a global model of Open Engaged Science in Higher Educational Institutions: 
Uncovering a culture and context-specific, open science value-driven Community 
Engagement Model 

4 
#154 

Sarju Sing Rai Vrije Universiteit (VU) Amsterdam   ·   with Mary Cassidy, Marjolein Zweekhorst 

With the recent developments in the field of open science (OS) that support and prioritize the third mission of universities, higher 

education institutions (HEIs) are increasingly focusing on partnering with and engaging society/communities to democratize 

knowledge production and foster societal impact. UNESCO (2021) recommends four OS values to be embedded in community 

engagement initiatives: (i) Quality and integrity, (ii) collective benefit, (iii) equity and fairness, and (iv) diversity and inclusiveness. 

However, very few community engagement models currently embed these core OS values. The HEIs in the global south have been in 

the forefront of prioritizing its third mission with a longstanding history of community engagement practices, which provides 

prospects for integration of the UNESCO recommended OS values. Supported by the Erasmus+ programme of the European Union, 

three OS projects were conducted between 2023 and 2026 to advance OS and its values in the community engagement practices in 

five HEIs from Asia (India and Malaysia) and nine from Africa (Zambia, Botswana, Kenya and Tanzania). These projects explored and 

highlighted existing community engagement practices in HEIs in Asia and Africa. In this presentation we present a comprehensive 

model of community engagement based on the insights obtained from the projects that take into account the specific cultural and 

contextual nuances of the HEIs, and a systems perspective that explicate different levels of embedding (centralized vs 

decentralized), diverse routes of engagement (academia-led vs community-led), while integrating the core values of OS. 

 

ROOM C109 
3 X STORYTELLING 14.15-15.45   ·   Chair: Sara Van Tournhout 

A student's journey from a course project to civil society 3 
#51 

Andras Nyirati Power of Humanity Foundation 

This storytelling session is focusing on the story of Luca, a student who became a member of an NGO via a community engaged 

learning process and now she is coordinating her peers in civic education programs. Through Luca’s story I will introduce the birth of 

a quite unique local science shop, which has been initiated by a local NGO, Power of Humanity Foundation. Luca was a first year BA 

student learning communication at the University of Pécs. She was the leader of the student group which started to work with us on 

our learning project which was about the impact of human rights education with board games. After the semester she volunteered a 

bit and then became a paid intern for Power of Humanity Foundation. She participated on several human rights education trainings 

and now works on recruiting volunteers to our ‘game master’ team and she worked with the new student group next year. Luca's 

story will help me to vividly illustrate how cooperation between academia and the civil sector can help motivate young people to 

commit to their local community, and what impact such a process can have on an individual. This story also serves as an opportunity 

to present the successes (e.g. students staying at organizations, yearly recurring organizations), challenges (e.g. capacities of local 

civil society) and failures (e.g. involvement of international students) of a three-year building process, from which we learned and 

further developed our approach. Luca’s story is special for us because she became member of our team, but based on our existing 

experience it also shows general patterns which helps us to draw broader conclusions about the criteria of the successful 

engagement of students into local community projects. I will complement this with the civil capacity-building aspect of Power of 

Humanity Foundation, which highlights the needs of local organizations, the organizational-level learning that has taken place during 

the collaboration, and the potential that has been created. 
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How can students contribute to the development of a health service support point? 3 
#127 

Karin de Boer, Beta Science Shop, University of Groningen   ·   with Niels Alberts, Beta Science Shop, University of Groningen, the 
Netherlands. Aristote Mpombo Baendafe, WIJS & Hanze UAS, the Netherlands Berber Munstra, WIJS, Groningen, the Netherlands. 
Han van der Strate, Honours College, University of Groningen, the Netherlands. Thomas Wieringa, WIJS & University Medical Center 
Groningen, the Netherlands 

How can students contribute to the development of a health service support point? The municipality of Groningen faces the 

challenge of strengthening social cohesion. In response to this, the municipality of Groningen, its neighbourhood teams and the 

city's knowledge institutions have jointly established WIJS. The aim of WIJS is to bring students and residents into contact with each 

other. Through WIJS, students learn from residents and vice versa. At the same time, the city benefits from new, locally anchored 

solutions. An urgent issue addressed by WIJS is access to healthcare, which is often hampered by the complexity of the system, 

residents' limited health literacy, limited professional time or knowledge, financial barriers and practical or psychosocial challenges. 

These barriers to access are particularly relevant for vulnerable and uninsured residents. To address these challenges, WIJS is 

currently collaborating on the development of a health service support point. At the health service support point, students will help 

residents find and make optimal use of healthcare services. In addition, healthcare professionals and residents will receive health 

(care) information on topics that facilitate residents' access to healthcare. In this storytelling session, we share our experiences of 

how we involved students in the development of the health service support point. We reflect on the challenges we encountered and 

discuss how students can make a meaningful contribution to the city while developing professionally. 

 

Evaluating Solidarity in Action: How Teaching Analysis Polls and Portfolios Support Learning 
in Service Learning Projects 

3 
#130 

Dr. Stefanie Troppmann TU Chemnitz (ACROSS)   ·   with Ulrike Rada (TU Chemnitz (ACROSS)) Germany, Dr. Isabelle van der Bom(TU 
Chemnitz (ACROSS)) Germany, Maj-Britt Krone (TU Chemnitz (ACROSS)) Germany 

Service Learning (SL) is widely recognised as a powerful format for fostering student engagement, civic responsibility and socially 

responsive research. However, while its societal value is often highlighted, the question of how learning and teaching quality in 

solidarity-based projects can be evaluated and developed in a meaningful and participatory way remains underexplored. In this 

session we present three exemplary SL projects conducted in collaboration with civil society partners. These projects are used as 

case studies to explore how evaluation can become part of a solidarity-oriented learning culture rather than an external control 

mechanism. We introduce two complementary instruments: the Teaching Analysis Poll (TAP) as a participatory feedback method, 

and student portfolios as tools for formative self-reflection and learning documentation. Our work contributes to research solidarity 

by positioning students not only as learners but as co-researchers and co-designers of teaching. Through TAP, students collectively 

articulate what supports or hinders their learning in real-world projects, while portfolios allow them to reflect on their individual 

learning trajectories, challenges and contributions to community partners. We discuss how these instruments help balance 

accountability, reflexivity and empowerment in settings characterized by high degrees of student autonomy and societal 

engagement. Key challenges included aligning academic quality standards with the open-ended nature of community-based 

projects, managing diverse stakeholder expectations, and navigating the blurred boundaries between evaluation and self-reflection. 

We address these challenges by embedding TAP and portfolios into a coherent evaluation framework that supports continuous 

improvement of both teaching and partnership quality. The panel session is highly interactive. Short inputs from project leaders and 

evaluators will introduce the cases and methods, followed by a facilitated discussion in which participants will reflect on their own 

experiences with SL, participatory evaluation and student-as-partners approaches. Together, we will explore how quality in 

solidarity-based learning can be co-defined, co-evaluated and continuously developed. Participants will gain practical insights into 

concrete SL projects, TAP as an evaluation tool, and ways to strengthen student responsibility, learning ownership and research 

solidarity in higher education. 

 

ROOM C110 
TWO WORKSHOPS 14.15-15.00 / 15.00-15.45   ·   Chair: Marit Bogert/Niels Alberts-Visscher 

The Inclusion Game: Co-mapping Citizen Science Inclusion Gaps 7 
#13 

Marit Bogert University of Groningen   ·   with Mohammad Gharesifard 

Citizen science (CS) is often presented as inclusive and democratic, yet in practice participation frequently falls short of these ideals. 

This workshop explores the challenge of this inclusion gap through an interactive, reflective co-design process. Building on research 

at the University of Groningen, the session will test and further develop two tools: the Inclusion Gap Game (a dialogue-based card 

game using real-world dilemmas of inclusion and power in CS processes) and the Inclusion Map (a co-created visualization of 
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moments of inclusion and exclusion). Participants will identify and visualize tensions between ideals of inclusion and practical 

realities. Through interactive, game based, critical reflection they engage with questions central to solidarity-based research: When 

is inclusion meaningful vs when is it tokenistic or unfeasible? How does inclusion play a role in uniting different types of knowledge? 

How do power dynamics shape collaboration, how can they be shared more equitably? The workshop contributes to a deeper 

understanding of research solidarity, inviting citizen scientists, researchers, and practitioners to examine and learn how inclusion, 

power, and agency are enacted in collaborative knowledge-making. It addresses challenges such as the vagueness of “inclusion” as a 

normative goal, institutional constraints and the need for tools that translate theory into practice. This activity not only fits with 

Subtheme 7, but also with Subtheme 1 (addressing the foundations of participatory research and combining different sources of 

knowledge) and Subtheme 8 (evaluation of impacts and outcomes). The workshop offers a space to exchange experiences and co-

develop principles and materials that strengthen inclusivity and ethical reflexivity in CS. By foregrounding both successful outcomes 

and earlier missteps, the workshop creates a shared space where participants can safely explore what (un)successful inclusive 

practices looks like. It provides an opportunity to co-create principles and tools that foster ethical awareness, inclusivity, and 

collaboration between citizens and researchers. The insights will inform the refinement of the Inclusion Gap Game and aid in the 

creation of a reusable, open access tool for inclusion dialogues for CS practitioners, educators, and researchers. The session’s 

collective output, an Atlas of Inclusion Gaps, will be shared with all contributors and feed into ongoing research and training on 

inclusive CS practices. 

 

Ensuring mutual benefit in Citizen Science Initiatives 7 
#37 

Niels Alberts-Visscher University of Groningen / Bèta Science Shop   ·   with Marit Bogert / Postdoctoral researcher on Citizen Science 
at the University of Groningen, The Netherlands 

Within the Living Knowledge network, most of us work in (research) projects with both academic as well as non-academic 

stakeholders involved in various degrees. As coordinators and facilitators of citizen science initiatives, we view managing the various 

interests and responsibilities of the various stakeholders, in order to ensure the principle of mutual benefit of public engagement. 

However, in various previous citizen science projects we have experienced that there is often an imbalance between scientific and 

public interests and that it is challenging to prevent citizen science initiatives from turning into primarily scientific endeavours. Many 

previous sessions that we have previously encountered and joined focused on the interaction between citizen science initiatives and 

the participants. In this joint problem solving session, we would like to shift the attention towards the interaction between citizen 

science initiatives and the involved researchers. Specifically, through a case study (using role play) based on our experiences from 

past citizen science initiatives followed by an interactive discussion/co-creating session we want to use the collective experience and 

of the network to work on the following three questions, focusing on the project design phase : What (different) responsibilities 

exist within a citizen science or participatory research project? How do you divide these responsibilities amongst the various 

involved parties? How do you manage the expectations of the involved parties prior to project start? The session is meant to fuel 

discussion based on the experience of the contestant as project leads in citizen science or participatory research initiatives or as 

project members (e.g. from the viewpoint of a CSO) and use these experiences to professionalize the design of citizen science and 

participatory projects. 

 

ROOM C111 
112 TWO FULL SESSIONS 14.15-15.00 / 15.00-15.45   ·   Chair: Lewis Hou / Gilles Pradeau 

Fostering Research Solidarity in Rural Contexts: CommunityLed Research, Intermediaries, 
and Policy Engagement 

6 
#177 

Lewis Hou Science Ceilidh   ·   with Anne Kearns, University of Dublin, Ireland 

This thematic session explores how research solidarity is practiced and tested in rural contexts where institutions are distant but 

health and environmental challenges are immediate. Focusing on collaborations in rural Scotland, Northern Ireland and Republic of 

Ireland, we show how university-community solidarity can be fostered through intermediary roles, coproduced data, and 

policyfacing infrastructures, speaking directly to Fostering University-Community Solidarity. We present solidarity models that 

centre and connect communities, universities, and funders around shared problems such as rural mental health and river 

management. These collaborations highlight the often invisible work of intermediaries - both those independent from institutions 

(Science Ceilidh and the Community Knowledge Matters network) and those working within them - who translate between 

community priorities and institutional logics, and who help build regional and international alliances across multiple institutions and 

territories. Aligning with Health, Solidarity and Community Wellbeing, we share learning from a fully co-produced survey process 

sharing mental health research priorities and digital dashboard that embed the lived experience into rural mental health policy 

conversations. Communities can use these tools not simply as data repositories, but as relational devices to negotiate with 
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policymakers and advocate for more just, place based responses and stronger community resilience. Methodologically, the session 

contributes to Methods and Approaches to Studying Solidarity. We reflect on codesigned surveys, shared learning days with young 

people, role reversal and problem solving exercises, the use of artivism, and researcher oriented policy dashboards that strip away 

jargon to make expertise accessible and accountable. These approaches offer practical co-created methodologies for researching 

and enacting solidarity across different knowledge systems. Across these cases, we surface key challenges - geographic isolation, 

legacy conflicts, institutional silos, funding constraints, and the marginalisation of brokerage work - and show how we are addressing 

them through investments in “infrastructure” and a focus on systemic change. This will open up the session to a wider discussion 

where we will seek to hear how this resounds with other rural contexts and co-created work of delegates, and build opportunities 

and space for collaboration. 

 

Border as commons: co-designing a transfrontier science-society interface between two 
universities 

4 
#147 

Gilles Pradeau University of Perpignan   ·   with Marc Conesa (UPVD), Gilles Pradeau (UPVD), Margault Coste (UPVD), Sílvia Llach 
(UdG), Flora Bacquelaine (UdG), Alícia Betts (UdG) 

In the Catalan Cross-border Area that (covering the Province of Girona (Northern Spain) and the Department of the Eastern Pyrenees 

(Southern France)), societal challenges such as climate adaptation, water scarcity, mobility, and social inequalities transcend 

administrative boundaries, necessitating cooperation, solidarity and shared scientific capacity across the border. The Université de 

Perpignan Via Domitia (UPVD) and the University of Girona have created a shared framework of collaboration via the commitment 

of the leadership teams to work together to tackle the shared challenges. This session brings together the work of researchers, 

students, and community leaders from the University de Girona and the University de Perpignan exploring a shared 'science-society 

interface' for the eastern Catalan-Pyrénées region. Building on community engagement assessment frameworks (including the 

Erasmus+ project Supporting Professionals and Academics for Community Engagement - SPACE), preliminary dialogue reports 

(Community Perspectives on Partnerships with our Universities) and several ongoing cross-border strategic projects: the Across 

alliance (focusing on cross-border collaboration among European universities), UNIESCAT (fostering a permanent structure for cross-

border institutional collaboration) and DUAL (as an example of how to tackle the challenges of local cooperation in a very specific 

and targeted manner) we will present the following: (1) our mapping strategy for territorial challenges, (2) structural and 

governance conditions for solidarity-based participatory research across the border, and (3) key principles for an inclusive, shared 

framework (governance, access, languages, mutual recognition, and evaluation) based on input from current and former 

participatory projects. Using interactive prompts and live audience input, the session will surface best practices and co-create 

transferable methodologies for scaling community engagement across regions and multiple higher education institutions. This 

session directly aligns with the LK11 theme of 'Research and Solidarity', addressing 'Fostering University-Community Solidarity' and 

'Global Networks and Transnational Solidarity'. 

 

ROOM C204 
ROUND TABLE 14.15-15.00 + WORKSHOP 15.00-15.45   ·   Chair: Julie Plouhinec/Shawn Bodden 

Building University-CSO communities with and within TOGETHERNESS 4 
#89 

Julie Plouhinec Sciences Citoyennes, France   ·   with Etienne Toffin, Université Libre de Belgique, Belgium Catherine Bates & Zoryana 
Pshyk TU Dublin, Ireland Glen Millot, Sciences Citoyennes, France Ulker Basak & Valentina Ghibellini, UNISS, Italy 

Would you like to share your practice in relation to community engaged research, and help us shape our work, and the outcomes of 

our project?  TOGETHERNESS is an Erasmus+ project funded by the European Commission for three years, from October 2025 to 

September 2028. It aims to support Training and Opportunities for Growing Engagement in Teaching and Higher Education Research 

- a New Engine for Societal Solidarity.  This project involves three universities (TU Dublin, Uniss, ULB) and one NGO (Sciences 

Citoyennes). Together we want to increase the quality and level of university-CSO collaboration on participatory research, as a 

vehicle for innovation in teaching and learning, and increased research solidarity and civic participation. We want to build a culture, 

communities, and systems to support this collaboration, by upskilling university staff, students and CSO partners, developing 

interdisciplinarity, effective models and pathways for sustainable long-term partnerships, supporting engaged research within the 

curriculum and as effective professional practice, to build societal solidarity. The round table has been designed as an interactive 

session with the audience. As part of the TOGETHERNESS project, we plan to hold regular discussions with experts throughout the 

project to get their feedbacks on our work. This round table is a new opportunity for us to share with network colleagues our plans 

to build/support university-CSO communities n each of the three universities in Sassari, Brussels, and Dublin, to receive your 

feedback, and learn from your practices, and draw from your wisdom. Each partner already has experience of building communities, 

as key players already involved in networks and experiments in knowledge sharing. We will explore how the TOGETHERNESS project 
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plans to develop our ability to support and sustain communities, create innovative training program for staff, students, civil society 

organisations ; band create models, pathways, framework to formalise these kind of partnerships, with and for long-term 

impact.  We will keep our individual presentations short to make sure there is plenty of time for discussion. To encourage 

meaningful discussion, we will split into several small discussion groups after our presentations, to explore each of the themes in 

more detail (interdisciplinarity, professional training & formalisation of relationships). With your help we can deliver really relevant, 

useful supports for CER for the network. 

 

“We want one too!”: Challenges and strategies for sharing best practice among community 
space practitioners through a case study of UK Tool Libraries 

4 
#45 

Shawn Bodden University of Edinburgh 

This workshop will explore the solidarity work of community spaces and the groups that sustain them, focusing on the challenges 

and strategies involved in the exchange of knowledge and best practice between spaces in very different settings. The workshop will 

begin with reflections from an ongoing community research programme with UK Tool Libraries, introducing some of the ways the 

model of the Tool Library has been adapted and modified to become viable in vastly different locales - from Central London to the 

Shetland Islands - as well as challenges that have arisen amid government efforts to encourage the creation of new Tool Libraries. 

Participants will then be invited to share their own experiences as researchers working with community groups to open, sustain, and 

reimagine different kinds of community spaces. We will have an open discussion about the tricky process of learning from other 

spaces, often in vastly different social, cultural, and political environments, while reflecting on ways researchers might work to 

support exchange and solidarity between community spaces. Alongside the open discussion, participants will be provided with an 

open-ended zine-making activity to share stories from community spaces that they’ve worked with previously and lessons others 

might learn from them. Participants will have the option to return their zines to be photocopied and distributed among conference 

participants following the session as a small exercise in community space solidarity- and network building. 
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Parallel Session 5 
T H U R S D A Y    ·    1 6 : 0 0 - 1 7 : 3 0  

 

ROOM C105 
WORKSHOP 16.00-17.30   ·   Chair: Agatha Majcher 

Mapping the Energy Transition: Understanding Push-Pull Forces in a Social Landscape 5 
#56 

Agatha Majcher, Europa-Universität Flensburg (Department for Sustainable Energy Transition, Fossil Exit Research Group) / Reiner 
Lemoine PhD Group   ·   with Grace Quiceno-Soto, Technische Universität Berlin / Europa-Universität Flensburg. Merle-Marie Emely 
Johannsen, Technische Universität Berlin (Department for Environmental Governance), FernUniversität in Hagen (Department for 
Environmental Sciences) 

Energy transitions are often framed as technical challenges, yet they unfold within social landscapes shaped by inequality, agency 

and lived experience. Although widely debated in policy and research, actors do not consistently account for the diverse social 

realities, vulnerabilities and forms of agency that shape how people navigate such transitions. To tackle these blind spots, this 

interactive workshop employs embodied and narrative methods to surface and critically examine implicit assumptions, while 

fostering collaborative reflection across disciplinary and experiential perspectives. Participants act as co-producers of insights, 

exploring how different actors encounter "push" and "pull" factors during the energy transition, and how these dynamics relate to 

justice, vulnerability and possibilities for collective action. The session begins with a short input on global energy inequalities, 

followed by personal micro-narratives on energy access, precarity and agency. Participants then engage in structured perspective-

taking using actor cards representing households, activists, energy companies or policymakers, drawing on their own knowledge and 

empathy rather than performance skills. Positioned along the axes of fossil dependence and political agency, participants identify 

tensions, conflicts and emerging solidarities through mini-interviews and tableaux vivants. Facilitators guide timing and reflection 

while content and interpretation emerge collaboratively from the group. In small teams, participants co-produce push/pull factors 

for their actor and formulate questions for energy justice researchers. A closing gallery walk and reflection phase synthesize 

implications for practice and future research. By engaging participants in co-analysis, embodied mapping and reflective storytelling, 

the workshop models a solidaristic research practice and offers a transferable methodological repertoire, including tools for 

reflecting on disciplinary biases, designing methods that reveal power asymmetries, and creating participatory environments where 

communities and stakeholders can articulate their needs and constraints. It further underscores the importance of plural and 

situated knowledges for designing equitable pathways. The approach is applicable beyond energy transitions to fields addressing 

socio-technical change. The workshop demonstrates that understanding transitions requires not only technical expertise but 

collective, equity-oriented inquiry. 

 

ROOM C108 
5 X RESEARCH PRESENTATION 16.00-17.30   ·   Chair: Yorick Karseboom 

Community-led research: A Co-produced Inquiry into Mental Health Conversations in Black 
African Communities in the UK 

2 
#75 

Franklin Onukwugha, School of Health, Medicine and Life Sciences. University of Hertfordshire, College Ln, Hatfield UK. 

Background: In Black African communities, communication and discussions about mental health challenges and concerns are often 

limited, avoided or difficult to initiate as a regular part of wellbeing conversations. Using a co-production approach to generate new 

knowledge, this study aimed to identify barriers to mental health discussions between young people and parents from Black African 

backgrounds, and to co-develop strategies to address them. 

Methods: We conducted Two Focus Group Discussions involving 19 young people (aged 11–19 years), 12 in-depth interviews (IDIs) 

with parents and community leaders from Black African/Caribbean or Mix black heritage backgrounds to explore perceived barriers. 

Data were analysed thematically. Findings informed two co-creation workshops involving 8 young people, 15 parents, 4 community 

leaders and 2 researchers to develop pragmatic and community informed interventions to address the barriers to normalising 

mental health conversation. 

Findings: Our analysis revealed shared barriers across both groups including: (i) lack of understanding of mental health and source of 

support (ii) lack of good communication in families (iii) stigma and fear of being labelled (iv) beliefs about societal perceptions (v) 

response to racist incidents. The results showed that some parents’ efforts to build resilience against racism, often through 

acculturation were found to inadvertently limit open conversations about mental health. Co-produced strategies included 
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communication programmes to enhance parenting skills, partnerships with community and faith leaders to model openness by 

speaking about mental health and a resource booklet with conversation starters to facilitate dialogue. 

Conclusion: Co-produced, community-led research grounded in research solidarity generated theoretically informed, pragmatic 

interventions to normalise mental health conversations. By redistributing power within the research process, this study underscores 

the importance of centring minoritised ethnic communities as active contributors to knowledge production and intervention design. 

 

From Stigma to Solidarity: Waste Pickers' Embodied Knowledge in Tunisia's Environmental 
Transitions 

5 
#88 

Dorra Wider Institut Pasteur de Tunis-UNISS   ·   with Hanen Chebbi, University of Sfax, Tunisia Oumayma Ouni, Institut Pasteur de 
Tunis, Tunisia Med Fourat Thamine, Institut Pasteur de Tunis, Tunisia Sonia Maatoug, Institut Pasteur de Tunis, Tunisia Chayma 
Abdellaoui, Institut Pasteur de Tunis, Tunisia Saïda Dridi, community researcher, Tunisia Mourad Belghithi, community researcher, 
Tunisia Mohamed Sahbéni, community researcher, Tunisia Fatima Marwen, community researcher, Tunisia Houssine Ben Jaballah, 
community researcher, Tunisia Fatma Khaldi, community researcher, Tunisia Miled, Field facilitator, Tunisia Budd Hall, University of 
Victoria, Canada Olivia Almeida, University of Victoria, Canada Meriam Belghith, Institut Pasteur de Tunis, Tunisia 

Backgroud In Tunisia, informal waste pickers (barbecha) play a critical yet largely unrecognized role in urban waste management and 

recycling. Amid recurring waste crises and limited formal programs, they contribute significantly to material recovery and urban 

cleanliness while facing social stigmatization, health risks, and institutional exclusion. Their practices raise important questions for 

environmental justice, particularly regarding whose knowledge and labor sustain ecological transitions. Objectives This study 

analyzes the environmental practices and lived experiences of waste pickers through the lens of popular ecology, reflecting on how 

research solidarity can be enacted in contexts of social precarity. It aims to (1) document waste pickers’ ecological knowledge and 

contributions, (2) examine challenges in conducting participatory research with marginalized informal workers, and (3) identify 

methodological and ethical lessons for participatory-oriented research. Method Conducted within the DECODE - Waste, Work, and 

Worth project, the study used a participatory approach combining adapted Photovoice, field accompaniment, participant 

observation, and collective thematic analysis with six waste pickers in the Tunis region. To address incompatibilities between 

standard visual methods and participants’ work constraints, image production was performed by researchers under participants’ 

direction. A focus group was also conducted to confirm data. Results Findings show that waste pickers develop a popular ecology 

grounded in embodied, experiential knowledge of materials, urban spaces, and risks. Through daily practices of sorting, reuse, and 

waste reduction, they express environmental responsibility and civic usefulness. Yet these contributions remain socially and 

institutionally invisible, while workers bear disproportionate environmental and health burdens. Conclusions Meaningful research 

solidarity requires methodological flexibility, ethical reflexivity, and recognition of participants as co-producers of knowledge. The 

study suggests practical implications: designing participatory, adaptable methods, integrating marginalized actors into urban 

sustainability initiatives, and acknowledging their role in shaping ecological transitions. Lessons extend beyond waste management, 

offering insights for researchers and practitioners engaging with precarious communities in global sustainability efforts. 

 

UniSS Knowledge Transfer for Health Justice at Institut Pasteur de Tunis 6 
#98 

Meriam Belghith Institut Pasteur de Tunis   ·   with Dorra Wider, Cristian Dagenais, Sonia Maatoug, HichemBen Hasine 

Background: Despite significant scientific production in public health, research outcomes often remain confined to academic circles, 

limiting their societal impact. Health disparities persist, particularly affecting vulnerable populations such as the elderly, and 

inequities in access to preventive services exacerbate social injustice. Bridging the gap between research, policy, and communities is 

essential to promote health equity, solidarity, and community wellbeing. Objectives: This study presents the experience of the 

Institut Pasteur de Tunis (IPT) and its specialized unit, Communication, Science and Society (UniSS), in implementing Knowledge 

Transfer (KT) activities to foster participatory, ethical, and socially responsive health research. The main aim is to show how UniSS 

facilitates social justice in health by connecting scientific evidence, policymakers, and communities. Methods: KT was integrated 

progressively into research projects through a three-phase iterative approach: (1) team capacity-building via MOOCs and workshops, 

(2) pilot KT activities including policy briefs and deliberative workshops, and (3) institutionalization of KT practices with designated 

referents, project integration, and internal training. Two policy briefs were developed addressing (i) equitable influenza vaccination 

for the elderly across public and private sectors, and (ii) enhancing health staff engagement for better communication strategies on 

vaccination. Results: UniSS activities strengthened the interface between researchers, communities, and decision-makers, promoting 

inclusive deliberation and evidence-based recommendations. The policy briefs illustrated concrete applications of research for social 

justice in health: improving equity in vaccine access and reinforcing health workforce engagement. Deliberative workshops enabled 

collaborative prioritization of interventions, while follow-up mechanisms ensured uptake and contextual adaptation of 

recommendations. Conclusions: The IPT experience demonstrates that structured, participatory, and ethically grounded KT can 

transform public health research into actionable strategies that reduce health disparities and promote social justice. By linking 
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scientific knowledge, community needs, and policy decisions, UniSS contributes to solidarity and wellbeing at the community level. 

Institutionalization of KT ensures sustainability and scalability for broader health equity initiatives in the region. 

 

Social Representations of Parenting and Burnout: A Science Shop Study at Institut Pasteur 
de Tunis 

6 
#104 

Sonia Maatoug Intitut Pasteur de Tunis   ·   with Chaima Abdellaoui - Student (M2), Institut Supérieur des Sciences Humaines de Tunis 
(ISSHT), Tunisia; Wafa Hajji -Member, Association Health and Psychology (HP), Tunisia ;Yosra Sakouhi - Member, Association HP, 
Tunisia; Marine Sohn - Member, Association HP, Tunisia; Imen Bassoumi - Senior Engineer, IPT Science Shop, Tunisia; Insaf Bel Hadj 
Ali - Biologist, IPT Science Shop, Tunisia; Dorra Wider - IPT Science Shop, Tunisia. Sonia Maatoug - Member, IPT Science Shop, Tunisia. 
Imed Melliti - Supervisor, ISSHT, Tunisia Mariam Belghith - Assistant Professor in Biology, IPT Science Shop, Tunisia 

Contemporary transformations of family life have reshaped social representations of parental roles, particularly in contexts marked 

by normative expectations and social change. In Tunisia, legal reforms, evolving gender norms, and persistent patriarchal 

representations intersect with increasing injunctions to “good parenting,” contributing to parental stress and burnout. In this 

context, parental mental health emerges as a collective issue, shaped by shared representations, community resources, and 

solidarity-based support networks.This study was conducted within the IPT Science Shop in response to a civil society call for 

proposals by the Health & Psychology Association, as part of a Master’s degree in Anthropology. This study aims to analyze social 

representations of parental roles and their links to parental burnout, while examining how solidarity-oriented research practices can 

strengthen community mental health. It seeks to (1) explore how norms surrounding motherhood and fatherhood generate pressure 

and exhaustion, (2) understand how parents mobilize community and associative resources, and (3) assess the contribution of a 

Science Shop approach based at IPT's to co-producing knowledge with civil society.This descriptive qualitative study was conducted 

among parents consulting in Health & Psychology Association. Data collection took place at Heath and Psychology association local, 

operating with the IPT Science Shop. A total of 20 parents participated in the study. Awareness and dialogue around parental 

wellbeing and mental health were integrated into the research process. Results highlight the persistence of gendered parental 

representations, with mothers bearing the brunt of emotional and normative demands, while fathers navigate contradictory 

expectations between involvement and provider roles. These shared representations contribute to a chronic imbalance between 

parental demands and available resources, fostering burnout. A key challenge was the social stigma surrounding parental distress, 

which initially limited expression. This was addressed through trust-building and the supportive role of partner associations. 

Community-based solidarity networks emerged as crucial protective factors, though unevenly distributed. Future research and 

practice should expand participatory spaces such as community workshops and collective reflection sessions, where parents, 

practitioners, and researchers jointly question norms, share experiences, and co-construct supportive responses to parental 

burnout. 

 

An Experimental Approach to Urban Health: Combining Participatory Walks and Digital 
Twins 

6 
#145 

Alice Mouton University of Liège, Laboratoire des Transitions   ·   with Nicolas Antoine-Moussiaux, University of Liege, Belgium ; 
Roland Billen, GeoScITY, University of Liege, Belgium ; Imane Jeddoub, GeoScITY, University of Liege, Belgium ; Sara Tetou, GeoScITY, 
University of Liege, Belgium ; 

Our research explores a hybrid methodological approach to urban one health analysis by combining participatory exploratory walks 

with Digital Twin (DT) technology in a neighborhood in Liège, Belgium. The participatory walks are used to document sensitive and 

situated perceptions of urban spaces, including, feelings, comfort, safety, biodiversity and everyday experiences (e.g. walking, 

commuting) while the digital twin is considered as a framework for integrating these qualitative inputs with more “cold” and 

standardized urban data. The proposed approach seeks to examine how subjective perceptions can be captured, translated, and 

visualized alongside conventional datasets, and how this combination may support collective interpretation and dialogue to 

different audiences, including citizens, researchers, and public actors. By documenting this experimental setup, the work contributes 

to the assessment of emerging digital tools in participatory urban research and to a better understanding of how sensitive 

perceptions and standardized data might be articulated in future urban health analyses. 

 

ROOM C110 
3 X STORYTELLING 16.00-17.30   ·   Chair: Valentina Ghibellini 

Practising solidarity by rewriting local herstories 2 
#133 
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Anna Schmidt-Fiedler Key For Tomorrow Foundation   ·   with Anna Krenz / Association Ambasada Polek e.V. 

Solidarity takes many forms. One of its most enduring expressions lies in remembering and honouring the civic engagement, 

everyday labour, and social impact of individuals whose contributions have shaped local communities—especially when these 

contributions have been overlooked or erased from dominant historical narratives. Solidarity is also enacted through creating spaces 

for collective participation and giving communities a voice. Both dimensions are central to the project “Women of Puszczykowo - 

Heroines of days gone by.” Puszczykowo is a small town distinguished by its natural, cultural, and historical heritage. It is also home 

to women whose involvement in culture, science, social activism, and community life significantly shaped local identity, yet 

remained largely absent from official histories. The project aimed to restore these women to public memory and highlight their 

lasting influence on the community. A key strength of the initiative was its participatory character. Residents were invited to 

nominate women they considered important—relatives, neighbours, teachers, activists etc. Through a series of community 

workshops, twenty figures were collectively selected and presented during public meetings, in local media, and online. This bottom-

up approach fostered intergenerational dialogue, collective memory-making, and civic engagement. The project also incorporated a 

research dimension through cooperation with academia. It began with a seminar on the importance of herstories for social 

cohesion, local identity, and fairness in historical narratives. Some of the honoured women were researchers themselves, whose 

scientific work contributed to the establishment of the surrounding national park. Symbolic and creative practices strengthened the 

sense of shared ownership. Trees along the main entrance to the town were named after the women of Puszczykowo, embedding 

their stories in everyday public space. For the community, this gesture also became a way of expressing care for their shared 

environment, showing how social remembrance can mobilise collective responsibility. Additionally, a city game invited residents to 

explore the town while discovering the lives, passions, and ideas of these heroines. By combining research, participation, and 

creative practices, the project frames solidarity as remembrance, inclusion, and shared responsibility. In doing so, it strengthens 

cultural awareness and promotes values of equality, diversity, and human rights. 

 

Co-Creative Approaches to Fostering University-Community Solidarity 2 
#66 

Dr Elizabeth Folan O'Connor, University College Cork │ School of Applied Social Studies and ISS21   ·   with Dr Siobhan O'Sullivan, 
University College Cork │ School of Applied Social Studies, Collective Social Futures and ISS21. 

This proposal seeks to explore a university-community research project that took place in 2024 between the School of Applied Social 

Studies at University College Cork, Cork City Council Northwest Quarter Regeneration, and the community of Knocknaheeny. UCC 

has built and sustained a community of practice through collaborative research relationships with various stakeholders in 

Knocknaheeny, including residents, Cork City Council staff, elected officials, service providers, schools, community organisations and 

employers. This research represents the latest in a long tradition of bottom-up university-community research approaches to 

collaborative knowledge production emerging from “the need for change” (Leino & Puumala 2021: 784) and translated into research 

practice. Although co-creative methodologies have been appreciated by the research community as a way of democratizing 

research, researchers assert that detail is needed to establish best practices (Agnello et al, 2025). Through this storytelling session, 

we will detail for Living Knowledge conference participants this co-creative, community-based participatory research project to 

illustrate how the process of co-creation can be a "method of citizen engagement and participation” to encourage “innovation and 

creativity” (Leino & Puumala 2021: 784). In order to ensure that the process of co-creation is “an avenue for a radical-change within 

urban development” as opposed to “participation for participation’s sake" (Leino & Puumala 2021: 782), this discussion will include 

detail about the process of co-creation (including co-analysis, co-design and co-evaluation), outcomes of the co-creative process, 

good practices and lessons learned, as well as post-research information about what happened next based upon a follow-up 

feedback session with the Cork City Council Northwest Quarter Regeneration Team. Agnello, D.M., Anand-Kumar, V., An, Q., de Boer, 

J., Delfmann, L.R., Longworth, G.R., Loisel, Q., McCaffrey, L., Steiner, A. & Chastin, S. 2025. Co-creation methods for public health 

research — characteristics, benefits, and challenges: a Health CASCADE scoping review. BMC medical research methodology, 25(1): 

60-28. Leino, H. & Puumala, E. 2021, "What can co-creation do for the citizens? Applying co-creation for the promotion of 

participation in cities", Environment and planning. C, Politics and space, 39(4): 781-799. 

 

A research collaboration to understand and inform grief supportive services for bereaved 
youth and families: Challenges and opportunities 

2 
#140 

Ryan Kilmer University of North Carolina at Charlotte   ·   with Kimberly K. Ecker, University of North Carolina at Charlotte, USA Lynn 
M. Snyder, Common Ground Grief Center, USA Pamela Gabbay, Tragedy Assistance Program for Survivors (TAPS), USA Noa Leiter, 
University of North Carolina at Charlotte, USA 

This presentation describes a multi-year, community-initiated, collaborative research partnership focused on bereaved children, 

youth, and families and their experience of grief services and supports. The partnership involves long-standing contributors to the 

grief field and a university-based research team. As background, despite the impact of loss on many families, the grief literature is 
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less-well developed than that for many adversities, and scant research has focused on those served by peer support-based 

approaches for grief, even though such programs and supports are widely used in the United States. This partnership has worked to 

address these gaps via a pilot effort, a larger-scale follow-up with two time points, and an in-development, substantial grant-funded 

project. The collaboration has sought to yield data related to the psychological functioning and resources of bereaved caregivers and 

youth, provide useful findings to centers and programs, and guide well-targeted supportive services for grieving families. In the face 

of diverse challenges, including the pandemic, minimal person power, and limited resources to support the partnership, the 

collaborators persisted and engaged in multiple partnership-facilitation practices (particularly in the early years), including 

employing participatory processes in project development, engaging in open and direct communication, working to ensure that the 

partnership is mutually beneficial, and establishing critical mechanisms for dissemination and providing feedback (e.g., customized 

reports for participating grief centers). The presentation will: (a) outline the evolution of the collaboration and its activities; (b) 

discuss the challenges faced and how the collaborators sought to address them; (c) describe deliverables and dissemination efforts; 

and (d) highlight the partnership practices employed, selected generalizable strategies for partnership work, and potential applied 

implications of the research collaboration. 

 

ROOM C111 
112 ROUND TABLE 16.00-17.30   ·   Chair: Glen Millot 

Developing and sustaining regional Science Shop networks: advantages, opportunities and 
challenges 

4 
#91 

Glen Millot Sciences Citoyennes   ·   with Glen MILLOT, Julie PLOUHINEC (Sciences Citoyennes, France) Henk MULDER, Vincent 
HAZELHOFF (Wetenschapswinkel Groningen, Netherlands)  Michaela SHIELDS, Norbert STEINHAUS (Wissenschaftsladen Bonn, 
Germany) Katrin HEDEMANN (Science Shop Vechta/Cloppenburg, Germany) 

A short presentation of the Living Knowledge network will introduce this session. Then, we will present the several initiatives of 

language-specific networks that have emerged since the 2000s. Their main promoters will discuss their experiences, the methods 

they have used and the challenges they have encountered while building or running the network. First, members of these networks 

will briefly describe their network. (30min) - In the Dutch Science Shop network they notice a contrasting development. As Science 

Shops are being cut from university budgets, new country-wide networks are being brought to life, like the National Expertise Centre 

for Science Communication (NEWS), the Dutch Citizen Science Network and the Dutch City Deals. We propose to discuss this 

reconfiguration of science shop networks: is it necessarily negative to be reintegrated into stronger knowledge networks, or are we 

losing a fundamental part of the university? - The French-speaking science shops network was created in 2015. Since then, based in 

three continents and more than a dozen countries, it is continuously growing and it has offered several opportunities for mutual 

learning and mentoring. In this workshop, we propose to share our experience in the structuring of the French-speaking network 

and launch a debate in order to collect feedback from the participants on strengths and weaknesses of the network. - wissnet was 

founded in 2013 as a network of German-speaking Science Shops. Each wissnet Science Shop operates locally or regionally, and 

together they initiate overarching projects on various (scientific) topics with a focus on participatory research. 6 wissnet partners 

exchange information regularly online and in person. While some Science Shops are based in universities, others are independent 

organizations or hybrids of both. These different forms of organization bring different advantages and challenges. Particular 

challenges of the last years involved resources and infrastructures within the network an a decline in active Science Shops in the 

area. New opportunities could arise out of strengthening connections to other actors e. g. from Citizen Science and Service Learning 

movements. In sub-groups, we will then discuss a few selected challenges. Each table will be composed of one or more speakers, 

who will lead a discussion so that everyone can share experiences and suggestions. (30 min) A presentation of the key points 

developed in the sub-groups will be followed by a discussion to conclude the workshop. (30 min) 

 

TWO WORKSHOPS (16.00-16.45 / 16.45-17.30) THURSDAY (CHAIRS: JUDIT GÁSPÁR / JOANNA 
OCHOCKA) 
TWO WORKSHOPS 16.00-16.45 / 16.45-17.30   ·   Chair: Judit Gáspár / Joanna Ochocka 

Writing Solidarity: Youth Narratives of Shared Futures - High School Students’ Future 
Visions Through Collaborative Writing 

3 
#71 

Judit Gáspár, Corvinus University of Budapest   ·   with Mária, Dobos, Anna Hraskó, Anikó Fehérvári, Krisztián Széll, Kamilla Jenei, 
Gergely Szabó, Csanád Bodó (lead) - Eötvös Loránd University (ELTE) Hungary; Andrea Béresné Tímár, Kitti Horváth, Erzsébet Lovász 
Erzsébet - High School teachers from Hungary 
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This session explores how collaborative writing fosters solidarity and future-oriented thinking among Hungarian high school 

students. Rooted in the concept of collaborative writing—where two or more authors jointly create and take responsibility for a text 

(Storch, 2013; 2019)—our research examines narratives produced during a 12-week program involving 15-16-year-old students from 

diverse sociocultural backgrounds. The program included seven paired writing sessions, individual writing tasks, reading 

comprehension assessments, and reflective discussions. In the fifth collaborative session, students imagined their lives in 2034, 

creating texts that reveal attitudes toward the future and collective meaning-making. The project addresses how educational 

practices can promote solidarity through shared authorship and dialogue. By engaging students in co-constructing future narratives, 

we highlight the role of education in bridging sociocultural differences and fostering mutual understanding. The texts reveal striking 

contrasts: utopian visions of technological progress and global peace coexist with dystopian fears of environmental collapse and 

war. Some students imagined robot-controlled societies where “machines decide our daily routines,” while others wrote about 

families surviving a third world war, hiding in abandoned houses and struggling with hunger. Sci-fi fantasies of space travel and AI 

companions appeared alongside reflections on remote work shaping social relationships. These narratives illustrate how young 

people grapple with uncertainty, oscillating between hope and anxiety about their future roles. The findings inform curriculum 

design and teacher training, supporting strategies that cultivate creativity, resilience, and sustainability-oriented decision-making. By 

analyzing how young people imagine their roles in shaping collective futures, the study contributes to societal efforts to prepare 

citizens for uncertainty and rapid change. The research involved four schools and teachers as co-researchers in data collection and 

coding. Our participatory approach ensured shared ownership of the process, reinforcing solidarity among students and within the 

research team. This session will invite active dialogue through hands-on analysis of sample texts and discussion of methodological 

challenges. Participants will engage in collaborative writing and coding exercises, reflecting on how similar approaches could be 

adapted to their contexts. 

 

Authentic Solidarity or Institutional Saviorism? Navigating Power Dynamics in Campus-
Community Research Partnerships 

2 
#72 

Joanna Ochocka Community-Based Research Canada   ·   with Amanda Demmer, Community-Based Research Canada 

The history of Community-Based Research (CBR) in Canada tells a story of significant evolution: moving from grassroots activism on 

the margins to receiving federal funding and institutional legitimacy. However, this shift brings a critical dilemma that challenges the 

very definition of "solidarity." As universities increasingly "support" community work, we risk replacing authentic, bottom-up 

solidarity with a "Savior Complex"—where well-funded institutions dictate the terms of engagement to under-resourced community 

groups. In this 45-minute problem-solving session, we will use the Canadian experience as a case study to explore the tensions 

inherent in fostering university-community alliances. The Case Study (The Story): We will open with a brief, honest retelling of the 

paradigm shift in Canada. We will trace the journey from scattered grassroots projects to the institutionalization of participatory and 

community-based research approaches. Crucially, we will share the challenges we have encountered: • How institutional funding 

can unintentionally sanitize radical community work. • The struggle to maintain "grassroots" authenticity when CBR occurs within 

rigid academic structures • The persistent power imbalance within community-campus partnerships The Interactive Dilemma: 

Following the 15-minute case presentation, participants will transition into a structured dialogue to address the core question: How 

can institutionalized CBR authentically be done in solidarity? Participants will be invited to critique and share experiences from their 

own regions, brainstorming strategies to: 1. Identify warning signs of the "Savior Complex" in institutional partnerships. 2. Design 

governance structures (like national alliances) that protect community power. 3. Ensure that "Solidarity" remains a verb—an active 

practice of power-sharing—rather than just a buzzword in grant applications. Implications: This session aims to move beyond self-

congratulatory narratives of partnership. By confronting the uncomfortable realities of power and money, participants will co-

generate a list of "Guiding Principles for Authentic Alliance Building" that can be applied to university-community networks globally. 

 

ROOM TO BE CONFIRMED 
WORKSHOP 16.00-17.30   ·   Chair: Michalina Czepukojc 

The Importance of Value-Driven Research: What Researcher Do I Want to Be? 7 
#169 

Michalina Czepukojc, Kolab Foundation 

Research solidarity is not only expressed through methods or institutional frameworks, but also through the researcher’s presence, 

intentions, and values. This workshop explores value-driven research practice as a core skill for solidarity-based research, asking a 

fundamental question: What kind of researcher do I choose to be, and how do I affect others when researching? The workshop 

draws on my experience from several projects focused on mindful awareness, including a recent systemic action research project 

conducted in a Swedish municipality in 2025. This experience informs an exploration of the ethical and power dimensions that are 

present in research encounters—whether interviewing, observing, or facilitating. A central challenge I have encountered in research 
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practice is that researchers often do not recognise how strongly they affect others and the research space itself. When intentions 

and core values remain unexamined, researchers may fail to use their full positive potential or unintentionally cause harm. This 

workshop addresses that challenge by creating space for conscious reflection on influence, responsibility, and choice. Participants 

will engage in a highly interactive process combining guided reflection, individual exercises and small-group dialogue. The focus is on 

personal research values: identifying values that have guided past work (including those that were unconscious), processing them, 

and intentionally choosing a personal list of values to guide future research practice. The workshop contributes to understanding 

research solidarity as an ethical, relational, and lived practice shaped by researcher presence. Insights for future research include 

more intentional and responsible engagement with communities. Participants will leave with increased awareness of their influence 

as researchers and a clearer values-based orientation to guide their work as researchers 
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Parallel Session 6 
F R I D A Y    ·    1 0 : 0 0 - 1 1 : 3 0  

 

 

 

Keynote Lecture 
F R I D A Y    ·    0 9 : 0 0 – 0 9 : 4 5    ·    P L E N A R Y  H A L L  

Dobrivoje Lale Eric — Creating Knowledge at the Verge of Art and Science 

 

 

ROOM C105 
3 X STORYTELLING 10.00-11.30   ·   Chair: Joanna Habdank 

Te Weu me Te Wai: a story of Research, Solidarity and Community in times of Disaster 2 
#47 

Emma Bailey National Co-ordinating Centre for Public Engagement   ·   with TBC - may have co-authors from University of Waikato, 
University of Auckland, and Te Weu Charitable Trust (all NZ-based) 

In February 2023, severe tropical Cyclone Gabrielle formed in the Southwest Pacific, and traversed the East Coast of Aotearoa New 

Zealand, with disastrous consequences for both the land and its inhabitants. There was an immediate toll of trauma and fatalities, 

and disruption from the cyclone revealed (again) the interdependence of human health and community infrastructure. In April 2023, 

the Ministry of Health New Zealand announced funding for research to enable a better understanding of the scope and scale of 

health and wellbeing impacts of the cyclone on local communities. The goal was to advance knowledge about the inter-connections 

between health, wellbeing, and community needs during adverse weather events. It also aimed to inform sector and community 

approaches to recovery and rebuilding after disasters. The research, which was a 50/50 partnership between university and 

community, used a mixed methods approach to analyse key health indicators, examine determinants impacting health and 

wellbeing during disasters, and develop metrics for monitoring equity in health responses after a disaster. As well as the critically 

important research findings this work uncovered, this community-based participatory health research integrated different 

epistemologies, methodologies and expertise. I will share the story of how the partners in this project— funders, researchers, and 

community—came together to support community resilience, build solidarity, and sustain collaborative relationships. My 

reflections, as a funder of this research, will touch on what I learned about practising research solidarity, how we encouraged (and 

inhibited) collaborative ways of working and how the community, researchers, and other partners used their own strengths, 

expertise, and critical knowledge to the research. This presentation will highlight the importance of relational working, and how this 

way of working achieved much more than we could have imagined. I will also draw on my current work at the National Co-ordinating 

Centre for Public Engagement and provide a cross-continental perspective on collaborative knowledge production and implications 

for future research and practice. This presentation will weave the voices of participants, community researchers, and university 

partners throughout, to provide an authentic story about research, solidarity and community in times of disaster. 

 

Cultivating Immigrant Solidarity Through Family Engagement and Coalition Building in 
Chicago 

2 
#121 

Monica Ramos DePaul University 

The Egan Family Engagement and Coalition Initiative (EFECT) has implemented a comprehensive framework for family engagement 

and coalition building on Chicago’s southwest side, grounded in four pillars: asset-based community development, restorative 

practices, project-based learning, and culturally relevant approaches. Informed by funds of knowledge (González, Moll, & Amanti, 

2005) and community cultural wealth (Yosso, 2025), the initiative advances solidarity practices centering families of color, their lived 

experiences, cultural assets, and collective action. EFECT brings together families, students, and community partners to create 

spaces where stories of home, migration, and community are recognized, understood, and serve as sources of resilience and as keys 

to solidarity, inclusion, and action. Recently, this collaboration has taken on renewed urgency as immigrant communities—
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particularly Latinos—navigate heightened fear amid anti-immigration narratives and policies. Although Chicago maintains its 

sanctuary city status, ongoing federal enforcement practices, including increased deportations and racial profiling, continue to limit 

resources and exacerbate uncertainty for immigrant families. By sharing these stories, I aim to demonstrate how initiatives like this 

can provide a space for solidarity, coalition building, and advocacy, highlighting the essential role of the university, K-12 schools, 

families, and community partners. Attendees will explore how solidarity is cultivated through shared meaning-making, restorative 

and asset-based practices, and collective action with practical examples, stories, and testimonials. The potential impact of initiatives 

like EFECT could offer insights to researchers and community-engaged practitioners supporting historically marginalized 

communities, as these practices can strengthen community-based responses to ongoing struggles for justice and equity. 

 

Students Helping Book Clubs Outside University Hours: The Senia Reading Guides Project 2 
#44 

Yvonne van Kollenburg University of Groningen 

About fifteen years ago, the Senia Foundation approached the Science Shop Language, Culture and Communication of the University 

of Groningen with a question: could someone possibly help them with writing reading guides for their book clubs? Now, so many 

years later, that project is still running, and students are writing new reading guides every year. Senia is an organization mainly 

aimed at elderly people, that brings people together in reading and music clubs. Because students from three different language 

studies participate in this project, guides can be written about Dutch, English and German books. Students write these reading 

guides in their free time, next to their studies. In return, they receive some financial compensation and get the chance to write a tool 

that will be used by a large audience: Senia has about 12.000 members. This project is a great example of university-community 

solidarity, since students put their academic abilities to good practice for a broad community of elderly readers. Senia doesn’t have a 

lot of financial means, so without the students, they could never provide so many well-written guides every year. Next to that, this 

project stands out because it is a sustainable collaborative partnership outside of the standard university curriculum. However, the 

fact that it is not a part of standard university work also causes problems: university professors (and students) don’t always have the 

time to do ‘extra work’ like this alongside their normal responsibilities. For the Senia project, we solved this in different ways, for 

example by (partially) making it part of a course in the Master track Writing, Editing and Mediating, or by asking retired university 

professors to provide feedback instead of current ones. In this Story Telling Session, I’d like to dive into how this collaboration came 

into existence, how it functions now, what problems arose along the way, and how those problems were solved. I’d like to end this 

session with a discussion about the question if research projects should always be part of the university curriculum, or if there is also 

a need for Science Shop projects outside of the standard courses and theses. What could be the added advantages (and 

disadvantages) of projects outside of the curriculum? And is it the task of the Science Shop (or the university as a whole) to facilitate 

these projects? 

 

ROOM C108 
5 X RESEARCH PRESENTATION 10.00-11.30   ·   Chair: Marc Pauly 

Participatory and co-designed public engagement in research museums: an action research 
approach 

8 
#4 

Ana Faustino Museum für Naturkunde Berlin   ·   with Ana I. Faustino, Museum für Naturkunde Berlin, Germany (presenter) │ 
Konstanza Jochim, Museum für Naturkunde Berlin, Germany │ Victoria Shennan, Museum für Naturkunde Berlin, Germany │ Alina 
Loth, Germany 

Research museums bridge science and society, yet their impact depends on efficiently embedding public engagement (PE) into 

research careers. This project fostered the integration of PE at the Museum für Naturkunde Berlin (MfN), while fostering 

participatory processes and aligning PE with MfN researchers’ (target group) motivations, barriers, and support needs. Through 

action research (4 cycles) - iteratively assessing their needs, reflecting on results, and co-designing actions with researchers and staff 

- enabled context-oriented, collaborative solutions grounded in target group necessities. In Action 1, we mapped 73 PE initiatives 

and engaged 67 key actors, revealing three main barriers: time constraints, limited PE support, and low awareness of MfNs PE 

activities. Reflection highlighted the need to better understand MfN researchers. Action 2 involved a questionnaire targeting MfN 

researchers. Results showed strong interest: 89% willing to participate, 78% willing to dedicate 1-10 hours/month. Motivations were 

impact, enjoyment, and recognition; lack of incentives emerged as a new barrier. Reflections emphasized the need for institutional 

spaces that maximize research impact, foster mutually beneficial science-society interactions, and recognize PE efforts. In Action 3, a 

World Café with 12 participants (MfN researchers and staff) revealed the necessity for MfN programmes providing incentives and 

support, professional development, networking, awareness of PE activities, and structured reflection on research impact. Action 4 

implemented the IETI Hub for Research Impact: an 8-month programme with training, mentoring, and support on PE, innovative 

project design, and impact management. The Hub integrated participatory, impact-oriented practices into research careers, fostered 
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science-society collaboration and learning, and provided seed funding and professional development. Reflection shows it 

successfully advanced an impact-focused PE journey, enhancing societal relevance and professional growth. Hub’s achievements lay 

the groundwork for its institutionalization and expansion. We illustrate how action research can support solidarity in research by 

connecting institutions, researchers, and society, offering lessons on participatory design, incentives, and mentoring for broader PE 

integration. We look forward to exchanging experiences on action research and participation, and learning how peers apply these 

approaches to strengthen science-society collaboration. 

 

Measuring the impact of public engagement programmes: evidence from the IETI Hub 8 
#5 

Ana Faustino Museum für Naturkunde Berlin   ·   with Ana I. Faustino, Museum für Naturkunde Berlin, Germany (presenter) │ 
Konstanza Jochim, Museum für Naturkunde Berlin, Germany │ Victoria Shennan, Museum für Naturkunde Berlin, Germany │ Alina 
Loth, Germany 

Systematic impact evaluation of public engagement (PE) initiatives is essential to assess whether they achieve intended outcomes 

and to inform evidence-based, collaborative practice. This study presents research on the impact assessment of the IETI Hub for 

Research Impact - an eight-month guided programme and proof of concept designed to embed impact-oriented PE into research 

practice through a combination of training, seed funding, mentoring, tailored support, and project development. The Hub promotes 

PE grounded in mutual learning, responsiveness, and shared reflection, combining participatory and innovative project design with 

impact planning and evaluation. It represents the final phase of a four-phase action research process that enabled the co-diagnosis 

of institutional needs and the co-design of context-appropriate solutions with researchers and professionals at the Museum für 

Naturkunde Berlin (MfN). Evaluation drew on pre- and post-Hub questionnaires (including the EDGE tool), semi-structured 

interviews, and qualitative content analysis using a deductive-inductive approach in MAXQDA. Results demonstrate a substantive 

shift from perceiving societal impact as abstract or externally imposed to conceptualising and applying it as an integral, actionable 

component of PE practice. Participants reported increased conceptual clarity and methodological confidence in using logic models 

for planning, monitoring, and evaluating outcomes. They developed greater capacity to identify and respond to target group needs, 

align with collaborators interests, and design engagement activities explicitly linked to intended impacts. Practices evolved through 

co-design, iterative feedback, adaptive collaboration, and reflective learning, evidencing conceptual and behavioural change towards 

PE. The Hub further fostered institutional awareness and professional confidence or growth, with participants integrating impact-

oriented thinking into research activities. Seed funding enabled experimentation, project quality and tangible outputs, while 

mentoring supported reflection and iterative refinement of engagement and impact strategies. Overall, findings indicate that 

structured, well-resourced, and participatory interventions can strengthen institutional cultures of engagement, enhance impact 

literacy and standards, and promote research practices grounded in reciprocity, reflexivity, and solidarity with society. 

 

Building research solidarity through citizen science? Insights from a national survey in 
Austria 

7 
#60 

Barbara Heinisch Eurac Research   ·   with Daniel Dörler, BOKU University, Austria Gabriele Reithner, Das Österreichische Gallup-
Institut GmbH, Austria Clemens Posselt, Das Österreichische Gallup-Institut GmbH, Austria Barbara Heinisch, Eurac Research, Italy 
Florian Heigl, BOKU University, Austria Daniel Kräftner, Das Österreichische Gallup-Institut GmbH, Austria Katharina Paul, University 
of Vienna, Austria 

Citizen science is often presented as an inclusive, collaborative form of knowledge production (in which “everyone can take part”). 

Yet this promise of solidarity in research requires not only inviting “everyone” but understanding who remains excluded and why. 

Our study contributes to this understanding through a representative survey of 1,000 residents in Austria that explored awareness 

of citizen science, willingness to participate, and motivations and barriers across diverse demographic groups. The findings reveal 

substantial differences: people with higher levels of education are far more inclined to participate, while older adults and those with 

lower educational attainment frequently find citizen science unappealing, irrelevant or inaccessible. Reasons for non-participation 

differ across demographic groups, ranging from limited time resources to perceptions of participation as insufficiently engaging or 

overly tedious. These patterns highlight a gap between the inclusive aspirations of citizen science and the lived realities of 

participation. One of the central challenges of this study was accessing perspectives from populations that are usually 

underrepresented in citizen science. By explicitly focusing on reasons for non-participation, an area rarely addressed in prior 

research, we were able to surface insights that are critical for evaluating whether citizen science practices foster research solidarity 

or perpetuate existing social ‘divides’. The study offers an important lesson for researchers and practitioners: inclusive participation 

must be actively fostered, and attention to non-participation is as essential as recognising engagement. By revealing which groups 

are excluded and why and by identifying structural barriers to participation in citizen science projects, this work provides a 

foundation for developing citizen science initiatives that more equitably distribute opportunities to contribute to knowledge 

production and that strengthen the democratic and emancipatory potential of research. 
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Creative ethnographic methods to document and assess the impact of collaborative 
research on communities 

8 
#132 

Tugce Ataci Université Paris-Est Créteil 

The impact analysis of collaborative research remains difficult for several reasons, such as timing mismatches, diffuse and hard-to-

trace outcomes and evaluation being seen as a technical process rather than a relational, dialogical one. These challenges often 

result in the exclusion of communities from impact assessment processes, thus hindering the solidarity that participatory research 

aims to promote. Communities that take part in collaborative research projects, however, experience direct impacts during the 

process, which can potentially empower them and influence longer-term change. This paper proposes the use of creative 

ethnographic methods, such as arts-based practices and storytelling, to collaboratively understand, capture and assess the impact of 

participatory research on local communities as a way of strengthening solidarity. These methods include local folk arts, photography, 

co-created exhibitions and installations, and visual digital storytelling through vlogs and diaries, which document experiences, 

emotions and imaginaries in ways that extend conventional interviews and surveys. In doing so, they can reveal how projects affect 

participating communities, including their motivations and commitments, as well as their frustrations or disappointments, which 

may provide important insights about impact. Creative ethnographic approaches provide the means for researchers and 

participating communities to practice solidarity in action and engage in reflexive meta-research together, which may improve the 

process for the benefit of engaged research, communities and beyond. They also move impact assessment beyond positive 

outcomes measured by quantified counts, on which most assessment frameworks rely, and instead emphasize the recognition and 

mitigation of negative and unintended impacts that may arise during the project. This, in turn, prioritizes the ethical dimensions of 

pursuing impact, which requires consideration of who benefits from a project and who may be excluded or harmed. This paper 

therefore contributes a process-based perspective on solidarity-oriented research impact assessment through creative ethnographic 

methods and highlights three priorities: (1) identifying impacts as they emerge, (2) mitigating negative unintended impacts through 

reflexivity, and (3) attending to inclusion and lived experiences through creative and culturally grounded approaches. 

 

Active Communities in Times of Crisis: Solidarity, Emotions, and Co-constructive Crisis 
Representation 

8 
#135 

Anna Golnerits University of Pécs, Department of Social-and Organizational Psychology   ·   with Co-author: Dr. Sara Bigazzi, 
University of Pécs/Social-and Organizational Psychology 

In the context of ongoing ecological and economic crises, understanding how solidarity and community engagement shape crisis 

perception and action has become a key research and societal challenge. While crisis discourse often emphasizes individual 

responsibility and emotional burden, less attention has been paid to how social identities enable shared interpretations and 

coordinated responses. This study investigates how community belonging functions as a mechanism of solidarity in shaping 

emotional responses and problem representations during crisis situations. Using survey data from three main geographical regions 

(Eastern Europe, Asia, Latin America; N = 378), we applied an experimental design in which community identity was activated for 

one group, while a control group engaged directly with crisis-related questions. Emotional responses revealed a four-factor structure 

(prosocial, uncontrolled negative, active coping, morally negative). Activation of community identity significantly increased prosocial 

emotions (U = 8662.5, p = .020), while other emotional dimensions remained unchanged. Lexical cluster analysis identified six 

clusters organized into two higher-order groupings, distinguishing structural-collective from affective-individual problem framings. 

Structural and political interpretations of the crisis were more prevalent among respondents identifying with value-based 

communities, whereas emotionally overwhelmed discourse was associated with lack of community engagement and financial 

insecurity. Cross-cultural differences further highlighted the role of normative contexts in enabling action-oriented framing. By 

empirically linking solidarity, emotional regulation, and co-constructive sense-making, this research contributes to debates on 

community-based resilience and crisis governance. The findings underline the importance of value-based communities in 

transforming individual distress into collective capacity for action, offering insights for both solidarity-oriented research and 

participatory crisis interventions. 

 

ROOM C109 
2X WORKSHOP 10.00-10.45 / 10.45-11.30   ·   Chair: Beth Elliott / Vincent Hazelhoff 

Reimagining Evaluation Through Most Significant Change - Practising Research Solidarity in 
Community Led Projects 

2 
#52 

Beth Elliott University of Cambridge   ·   with Nicky Shepard, CEO Abbey People and Beth Bailey, Head of Creative Learning, 
Cambridge Junction 
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This workshop draws on the Untold Stories project, part of the University of Cambridge’s Engagement, Knowledge Exchange and 

Impact programme, to explore how the Most Significant Change (MSC) story-based evaluation method can strengthen research 

solidarity and shift power in community-university partnerships. As one cultural partner reflected, “I felt as if… I had been 

reintroduced to five different and complete versions of Cambridge… all floating beneath the surface, waiting for an opportunity to 

share their knowledge.” This sense of rediscovery captures the project’s ambition: to value lived experience, community expertise 

and local knowledge beyond the academic realm. Untold Stories was a 15 month, co created project working with four community 

organisations, using storytelling and filmmaking to surface local histories and identities. Its transparent, responsive and non 

hierarchical process removed barriers to engagement and shifted decision making power to communities. MSC aligned with this 

ethos, enabling partners and participants, not the institution, to authentically respond to and define what changes mattered most. 

Applying MSC required flexibility. We developed interview formats for both groups and individuals to increase accessibility and 

respect different communication preferences. When the project team faced limited capacity late in the process, MSC’s staged 

filtering enabled them to focus on a smaller set of stories, while an external panel supported wider thematic analysis, reducing 

institutional bias and reinforcing shared ownership. A significant unintended outcome has since emerged: community partners have 

trained in MSC and now use it to evidence the impact of their own charities, extending the project’s legacy and strengthening 

partnerships beyond institutional needs and across Cambridge city. MSC illuminated wider impacts: strengthened community 

cohesion, increased confidence and skills, raised aspirations, and shifts in university systems, from reimagining sharing events to 

sharing intellectual property and redesigning internal processes to be more inclusive. These changes highlight how research 

solidarity requires institutions to flex around community needs and challenge entrenched power structures. Participants will gain 

practical insights into designing flexible, community led evaluation processes; managing capacity constraints; involving external 

reviewers; and using story based methods to support institutional learning and elevate community-defined value. 

 

The perfect formula? Fostering regional educational-societal partnerships 2 
#87 

Vincent Hazelhoff University of Groningen (RUG) 

Modern societal questions demand a holistic and flexible approach that involves multiple stakeholders from both societal and 

educational partners. The Dutch Ministry of Internal Affairs and the Ministry of Education, Culture and Science offered 10 education-

oriented cities in The Netherlands the opportunity to expand on this idea via a funding called: City Deal Kennis Maken (Making 

Knowledge). This funding was also granted to the student city of Groningen, The Netherlands, to enhance and strengthen the 

educational-societal partnerships in the city. In Groningen we work in an educational-societal partnership called WIJS (Neighborhood 

Involvement for Youths and Students) where students from all levels (vocational training, applied sciences and university) can work 

together in projects coming from neighborhood networks. Reciprocity (wederkerigheid) is one of the core values of WIJS. We ask 

some time from students to do community work, and in return we ask societal partners to help students along in their professional 

(and academic) development. Within this interesting dynamic we try to shape valuable hybrid learning environments that offer rich 

learning places for students, professionals and residents alike. This sounds cool on paper, but how does that work in practice? In this 

workshop we will explore how educational-societal partnerships can work on a strategic and operational level, based on the lessons-

learned from Groningen (and other Dutch cities). We will: - Learn more about how an educational-societal partnership can be 

formed, formalized and consolidated; - Look at which roles local governments and local organisations can play in this complex, 

dynamic collaboration; - Analyse how educational practices like living labs, community service platforms and student helpdesks can 

help in bridging the gap between the educational and societal world; - Get inspired by the lessons-learned, best practices, stories 

and pitfalls of 11 years of educational-societal partnerships in Groningen; - Explore how this formula can work within your own 

local/regional context. This workshop is specifically interesting for policymakers, living lab teachers, researchers interested in hybrid 

learning environments, or project managers that work on the intersection of education and society. 

 

ROOM C111 
112 FULL SESSION / ROUND TABLE 10.00-11.30   ·   Chair: Giovanna Grossi 

The Knowledge for Change (K4C) Consortium 4 
#156 

Giovanna Grossi University of Brescia   ·   with Rajesh Tandon, PRIA, India Budd Hall, University of Victoria, Canada Rafeah Binti Wahi, 
University of Maleysia Sarawak, Maleysia Saanya Sodhi, PRIA, India Anshuman Karol, PRIA, India Andrea Vargiu, University of 
Sassari, Italy 

Contemporarily, Global research collaborations are marked by asymmetries of power and resources, limiting their ability to foster 

genuine transnational solidarity. This paper presents Knowledge for Change (K4C) as a case study of how a global network can 

intentionally strengthen research solidarity through community-based research, mutual learning, and epistemic justice across 

diverse contexts. K4C is an international consortium of civil society organisations, communities, and universities partnering to 
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advance knowledge democracy through community-based participatory research. Operating across the Global North and South, K4C 

has developed a shared and practice-based model that includes common pedagogies, collaborative research projects, regional CBPR 

training centres, and cross-regional exchanges. These efforts foreground the co-creation of knowledge, community ownership, and 

the decolonisation of knowledge. Drawing on the experiences of K4C hubs, this panel will demonstrate how transnational solidarity 

is enacted not as abstract alignment, but as a relational and practice-based process embedded in governance structures, learning 

methodologies, and research ethics. It will further reflect on key challenges encountered in sustaining such a network, including 

unequal institutional capacities, differing academic and community timelines, linguistic and cultural barriers, and tensions between 

academic and local/ community priorities. It will discuss how K4C has addressed these challenges through decentralized leadership, 

shared principles rather than rigid structures, reflexive learning spaces, and sustained investment in trust-building over time. The 

panel will also highlight K4C’s Mentor Training Programme (MTP), through which mentors from different regions of the world are 

trained using a shared structure that remains grounded in their local contexts, enabling meaningful engagement, mutual learning, 

and transnational solidarity in practice. The panel will highlight implications for future research networks seeking to move beyond 

extractive or tokenistic partnerships. It will discuss key lessons on anchoring global collaborations in locally grounded work on 

climate resilience, valuing diverse knowledge systems, and designing network structures that enable solidarity to be tangibly 

practiced. Through collective reflection, the panel aims to offer practical insights for researchers and practitioners working to build 

more equitable and enduring transnational research networks 

 

ROOM C204 
2 X WORKSHOP 10.00-10.45 / 10.45-11.30   ·   Chair: Mohammad Gharesifard / Baba Pruse 

From Data to Solidarity: Strengthening Citizen Science in Sustainability Nexus Research 5 
#17 

Mohammad Gharesifard University of Groningen 

This workshop builds on recent publication on the value of citizen science for sustainability nexus research, which shows how citizen-

led environmental monitoring can help make the interconnections between water, energy, food, ecosystems, and health visible. 

While the potential of citizen science to contribute to integrated sustainability research is increasingly recognised, its practical 

application within nexus research remains uneven and contested. This workshop invites participants to collectively explore how 

citizen science and community-based research can be more effectively mobilised to generate actionable, legitimate, and socially 

embedded knowledge for sustainability transformations. The workshop contributes to the understanding and practice of research 

solidarity by positioning citizen science as a relational and collaborative knowledge practice that challenges traditional boundaries 

between science and society. Rather than treating citizens as data providers, the session foregrounds their role as co-researchers 

who help define research questions, shape monitoring practices, interpret results, and translate knowledge into locally relevant 

action. In this sense, solidarity is explored not as an abstract value, but as a lived research practice rooted in shared responsibility, 

care, and long-term collaboration across communities, researchers, and policy actors. Participants will critically reflect on recurring 

challenges that limit the contribution of citizen science to nexus research, such as questions of data quality and legitimacy, 

institutional uptake, power asymmetries, and difficulty of capturing complex cross-sectoral dynamics through participatory 

approaches. The workshop also engages with how these challenges can be addressed in practice through co-design, building trust, 

and complementary data collection and validation strategies. Through structured small-group discussions and plenary exchange, 

participants will work on concrete application scenarios drawn from their own experiences or ongoing projects. Together, they will 

identify barriers, share strategies, and co-develop approaches for strengthening the role of citizen science in nexus-oriented 

sustainability research. The workshop will generate transferable lessons for researchers and practitioners seeking to design inclusive, 

credible, and policy-relevant citizen science initiatives that reflect the interconnected nature of sustainability challenges. 

 

Interactive engagement among researchers and citizen scientists across digital space 1 
#31 

Baiba Prūse SPOTTERON Citizen Science App Platform   ·   with Philipp Hummer, Rainer Holzapfel, Agnes Milewski, Stefan Holzapfel, 
Dominik Essletzbichler, Stefan Nachtnebel, Doris Ortner, Ingrid Pointecker, Stefan Fiedler SPOTTERON Citizen Science App Platform, 
Austria 

How to facilitate unity and shared objectives within citizen science (CS) projects? What exchange is possible among participants and 

researchers in a digital space? These questions are the origin of the training workshop, which invites exploring a module where there 

is a limited or no division between the CS project leads and the participants. Through dialogue and hands-on practice, the training 

contributes to the core factor facilitating solidarity, which is social interaction. During this training, the participants will explore 

various engagement & communication opportunities via the digital space and exchange experiences regarding barriers and 

facilitators when it comes to active engagement with citizen scientists. We will also reflect on why it matters to take the role as 

citizen scientist from the project lead side and how this fosters and builds trust with the participants. Through our training, we will 
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also question where the boundary is when it comes to role division between researchers and citizen scientists and offer our view on 

how to facilitate more inclusive and equal participation. For the training, the SPOTTERON Citizen Science App Platform toolbox will 

be applied. The platform enables CS tools to run on privacy-safe and EU-centric IT, supporting Europe's independence in the digital 

space and enabling ethical citizen science. During the session, three Apps running on the SPOTTERON Platform will be applied, 

namely, 1) NatureSpots App which supports monitoring biodiversity; 2) ArtSpots App focused on art and culture observations; and 3) 

COSEA App linked with marine related observations. The thematic variety of the three Apps will facilitate the engagement of 

participants with various backgrounds. The training will provide the opportunity to practice interactive communication across the 

digital landscape and foster a dialogue about inclusive interaction with participants in citizen science projects. After the more 

theoretical part of the session, the participants will be divided into groups and bring the theory into practice by generating pop-up 

messages for the citizen scientists, which will be applied in a live demonstration. To facilitate the training process, the participants 

will receive guiding material, namely, a cheat sheet on CS communication in a digital space. After the training, the participants will 

have acquired new skills when it comes to direct communication with the citizen scientists via mobile and web-based Apps. 

 

ROOM C210 
2 X WORKSHOP 10.00-10.45 / 10.45-11.30   ·   Chair: Gabriella Kiss / Darcy Mathews 

Solidarity with the Planet and the future of humans - Fairy tales of the (post-growth) 
futures 

5 
#15 

Gabriella Kiss Corvinus University of Budapest   ·   with Judit Gáspár, Corvinus University of Budapest, Hungary 

Creating utopias and envisioning positive scenarios for the future can bring us a sense of hope during ecological crises. Our Models, 

Assessment, and Policies for Sustainability (MAPS) project aims to explore transformative policy pathways that achieve equitable 

human wellbeing while respecting Earth’s environmental limits. We present the results of a 2-year participatory research process 

that employed various foresight methods, including Horizon Scanning, Scenario Building, and e-Delphi. In this participatory research 

process, post-growth researchers and experts co-created eight scenarios, and through a collaborative process, they wrote four 

enriched versions, out of which only one presents a positive vision of the future. One of those scenarios can be described as a 

positive post-growth future scenario, as it can help us “decolonise our imaginary” and envision a future for society with an economy 

that operates without continuous growth, fosters social solidarity, and respects planetary boundaries and is in solidarity with all 

species. In this session, we will present one of the post-growth future scenarios as a fairy tale. Participants can feel and imagine the 

future of this ’Democratic Caring for Nature’ scenario and express their emotional connection through drawings, pictures and other 

art-based tools. Through creative understanding and imagination, they can express their connection to this future scenario and 

collaboratively interpret the research results of a participatory foresight. These interpretations can enhance the formulation of the 

most important findings and messages of the post-growth future, helping us develop our common action competence and 

collaborations to achieve them. The session will seek answers to the following questions: How can we be solidary for the future? 

How can research enhance the solidarity with future generations and non-human beings? 

 

Relational Ethics as Living Infrastructure — W̱SÁNEĆ-Led Research Governance through 
Living Lab and ÁLEṈENEȻ 

4 
#103 

Maeve Lydon W̱SÁNEĆ College   ·   with Alyssa Joseph, - Graduate Student-University of Victoria, Malahat First Nation Daniella de 
Roze Ordones - Post Doc in Education at UVic Maeve Lydon- Living Lab Network Program Director Jessica Joseph, Living Lab Network 
Arts and Community Engagement Coordinator, Songhees First Nation Darcy Mathews, Associate Professor Environmental Studies, 
UVic, Living Lab Academic Lead 

This interactive session examines the development of a W̱SÁNEĆ-led research ethics and governance process emerging from the 

ÁLEṈENEȻ (Homeland) project, a long-standing land-based education and resurgence initiative of the W̱SÁNEĆ School Board, 

advanced through the Living Lab Network and supported by a MITACS-funded graduate research team. The session situates ethics 

not as institutional compliance, but as living relational infrastructure grounded in W̱SÁNEĆ laws, values, land relationships, and 

governance responsibilities. Through Living Lab’s community-school-campus partnership model, graduate students working under 

MITACS are being apprenticed into Indigenous-led research governance, learning to navigate ethical relationships with Elders, 

educators, administrators, and community members before engaging with external agencies or academic institutions. This process 

foregrounds relational accountability, consent as ongoing practice, Indigenous data governance, reciprocity, and long-term 

responsibility to place—challenging dominant research ethics regimes that remain rooted in colonial assumptions of neutrality, 

extractability, and institutional authority. The session will combine brief framing inputs with facilitated dialogue among participants. 

Attendees will be invited to reflect on ethical tensions encountered in their own community-based and transnational research 

partnerships and to engage with guiding principles and questions drawn from the emerging W̱SÁNEĆ ethics process. Rather than 

presenting a transferable model, the session emphasizes how locally governed ethics processes can enter into conversation with one 
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another across contexts—supporting solidarity without erasing difference. By situating ÁLEṈENEȻ and Living Lab within broader 

global movements for decolonizing research, this session contributes to Living Knowledge conversations on how Indigenous-led, 

community-governed ethics can reshape international research relationships. It highlights MITACS not only as a funding mechanism, 

but as a site of ethical intervention—where graduate training, community accountability, and transnational knowledge exchange are 

reoriented toward justice, reciprocity, and Indigenous sovereignty. 
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Parallel Session 7 
F R I D A Y    ·    1 2 : 0 0 - 1 2 : 4 5  

 

 

ROOM C105 
5 X 5 MINUTE LIGHTNING TALK 12.00-12.45   ·   Chair: Henk Mulder 

Ripple Effects of a 4th trimester support group for new moms 2 
#8 

Aubrey Jones University of Kentucky   ·   with Kayleigh Gregory, Miami University, Isabel Paulk, Karli Adams, Diana Frankenburger, 
University of Kentucky 

Depression and anxiety are serious mental health concerns for many new mothers, and postpartum depression (PPD) is the most 

common complication associated with childbirth. It affects 17% of women (Howard et al., 2020), though this is likely an 

underestimation (Abrams et al., 2009). Around 50%-80% of women experience mood changes during the first week postpartum that 

resolve within the first two weeks, a period known as the “baby blues” (Thurgood et al., 2009). Mood changes that persist beyond 

two weeks are considered PPD, though PPD can develop at any point in the first year after giving birth (Mayo Clinic, 2022). The 

prevalence of postpartum depression underscores the critical need for support systems for new mothers. Virtual support groups 

represent a promising avenue for addressing challenges and providing much-needed support. This expose will describe a support 

group created by a University and Health system partnership to build support for new moms. Ripple effects mapping was used to 

identify the effects of the 4th trimester support group. REM is a qualitative method using appreciative inquiry to capture the wider 

impacts of a systems approach. Participants joined for a variety of reasons, including preparing for birth and postpartum, previous 

positive experiences with similar programming, referrals related to mental health or birth experiences, the accessibility of the group, 

interest in its focus, a desire for community, and limited existing support systems. Several themes emerged from the data. 

Participants described the group as providing emotional support and validation, fostering connection and community, encouraging 

knowledge sharing, and offering empowerment through the experiences of peers. Many also reported developing ongoing 

friendships as well as a sense of shared identity and growth. The group was described as having a meaningful impact on mental 

health by increasing participants’ sense of support, confidence, and empowerment, and by expanding their awareness of available 

postpartum resources. The primary challenges included scheduling constraints and balancing group attendance with work 

responsibilities. 

 

Building Practitioner Solidarity Across Borders: Insights from the Public Engagement 
Training Exchange Network 

4 
#79 

Jana Wendler Berlin School of Public Engagement and Open Science, Museum für Naturkunde Berlin   ·   with Iris Geigenmüller, Berlin 
School of Public Engagement and Open Science, Museum für Naturkunde Berlin, Germany Victoria Shennan, Berlin School of Public 
Engagement and Open Science, Museum für Naturkunde Berlin, Germany 

Public engagement (PE) practitioners often find themselves in a unique position within the academic landscape: they are involved in 

many projects and research disciplines, yet they are not necessarily firmly anchored within any one of them. Although collaboration 

and mutual support are at the heart of public engagement, practitioners can be quite isolated in practice. This particularly applies to 

those active in PE training and professional development, where specific institutional contexts - such as differing priorities and 

timescales, or market competition - make an open exchange difficult. In this exposé, we present the international Training Exchange 

Network, which connects PE training practitioners across institutes and borders. The network offers an opportunity to share 

approaches, challenges and solutions in a friendly, informal environment that prioritises peer learning and collective support. The 

community has grown out of a Training Exchange event in 2024 in Berlin, and includes practitioners from Germany, UK, Austria, 

Ireland and the Netherlands. At the event, our conversations addressed the need to professionalise PE training, and to position it as 

a strategic part of academic culture change. To do so, we found shared desire for a space where training practitioners can meet and 

connect on a regular basis. The resulting network is a semi-structured community, founded on principles of co-ownership, mutual 

support, and tackling shared challenges together. Members meet online several times a year and take turns to host. Previous 

sessions have covered topics such as creating follow-up activities for training participants, how to promote community building in 

engagement training and exchanging personal development suggestions for trainers. The focus is explicitly on connecting and 

supporting individuals rather than institutions, with the aim of fostering solidarity and connections across borders. Now transitioning 

from an emergent phase to a more established one, the network is facing new challenges that we would like to explore together 

with the Living Knowledge community. Our exposé will serve as a starting point for a discussion on how to sustain this community 

over the medium to long term, staying responsive to emerging themes and fostering shared ownership, while maintaining 
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momentum for activities. With this in mind, we would like to extend an open invitation to PE trainers to join the conversation and 

find solidarity and support in our network. 

 

Exploring new professional development opportunities for university and community 
members to support Community Engaged Research. 

2 
#85 

Zoryana Pshyk TU Dublin   ·   with Catherine Bates, TU Dublin, Ireland. 

The Erasmus+ Cooperation Partnership project TOGETHERNESS (2025-2028) will support university-community collaboration on 

research in a number of ways. One concrete output will be a series of 5 digital badges on different aspects of Community Engaged 

Research, for university staff, research students and CSO partners across 3 countries. We aim to build the capacity of all participants 

to practice research solidarity across these sectors. In this short expose and the discussion that follows, we will share with 

participants the challenges of developing and validating these digital badges (which can be combined into a 5 ECTS credit 

microcredential), of developing the learning materials, of collaborating across our TOGETHERNESS team and with CSOs in the co-

design process. We will share our plans, so that participants can learn from them, and we hope to learn from those who have 

undertaken or developed similar continuing professional development opportunities who might be willing to share their experience 

with us, for mutual benefit. Our digital badge training materials will all be made available as open educational resources online at 

the end of the TOGETHERNESS project, when we have run the badges, evaluated and improved them. This will happen just before 

LK12. To ensure that the LK11 participants and others can take our materials and re-use them in their own contexts, we will also 

collect ideas from participants about how we might design effective Training for Trainer workshops online. And we will offer them 

the opportunity to sign up for a mailing list if they would like to be kept updated as our materials become ready to share. The 

TOGETHERNESS project ( ‘Training and Opportunities for Growing Engagement in Teaching and Higher Education Research - a New 

Engine for Societal Solidarity’ ) is coordinated by Université Libre de Bruxelles, with partners Sciences Citoyennes, Technological 

University Dublin, and Università degli Studi di Sassari.  It is funded by the EU, through the Belgian AEF. Views and opinions 

expressed are however those of the author(s) only and do not necessarily reflect those of the European Union or AEF-Europe. 

Neither the European Union nor the granting authority can be held responsible for them. 

 

Working with and for communities: an in-book on healthy soils 2 
#111 

Giovanna Grossi University of Brescia   ·   with Marco Peli, University of Brescia; Stefano Barontini, University of Brescia; Nadia Fellini, 
Cooperativa Controvento 

The European LOESS project, promoting education and raising awareness in the society on the importance of a healthy soil, is relying 

on national communities of practice to activate stakeholders and different societal actors. The Italian Community of Practice (CoP) 

consists of different stakeholders, including school teachers dealing with disabled students and educators for fragile persons. An 

association of autistic persons, named La Matita Parlante (LMP), was engaged and given a chance to express their interest and 

educational needs. After a few meetings, the idea of co-creating an inclusive book (in-book) on the importance of an healthy soils 

came up and was shared within the CoP. For each of ten brief messages composing the book, drawings were provided by LMP and a 

final section was integrated with symbols from the Augmentative and Alternative Communication language. The inclusive book is 

meant to be a tool to facilitate education on healthy soils for fragile persons. 

 

Empowerment through long term cooperation between university and civil society 
organisation 

2 
#164 

Michael Soegaard Joergensen Aalborg University   ·   with Arne Skov, Repair Cafe Danmark 

Long-term cooperation between one or more civil society organizations and a university through community-based research can 

empower the civil society organizations through development of new knowledge, which can be applied directly by the civil society 

organization, and through development of a new research topic at the university. . Some of the relevant methods and approaches 

can be citizen science, action research, and problem-based learning and combinations hereof. Based on the experience of the long-

term cooperation 2017-2025 between Aalborg University and the civil society organization Repair Café Danmark about repair cafes 

and their societal impact and about product obsolescence and product durability, we invite for a discussion about methods and 

concepts in long-term cooperation between civil society organizations and a university that aim at empowering civil society 

organizations, and developing new research and teaching areas at universities. 
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ROOM C108 
INVITED PRESENTATION 12.00-12.45 Dr. Adam Wronkowski Department of Spatial Planning and Urban Design Faculty of Human Geography and 

Planning Adam Mickiewicz University, Poznan Before We Ask Young People to Act Listening, Agency and Solidarity in a Changing World This 

presentation offers a critical reflection on contemporary approaches to youth participation, inclusion, and co-production of knowledge and space 

in urban and social life. Across cities, institutions, and public policies, young people are increasingly encouraged to engage, participate, and “take 

action” in shaping more inclusive futures. There are many initiatives that are often presented as tools for empowerment, agency, and democratic 

inclusion. Yet many of these practices remain procedural, symbolic, or even performative, responding more to institutional expectations and policy 

trends than to young people’s everyday realities. The talk argues that the problem is not simply whether young people are invited to participate, 

but how adults listen to them. And whether they are truly prepared to hear experiences that do not fit adult-centered understandings of the world. 

While participation is often framed as “giving voice” to young people, far less attention is paid to how their experiences are interpreted through 

concepts created by adults. As a result, young people may be listened to but not genuinely heard. Drawing examples from youth geographies, the 

presentation introduces the concept of ontological listening. Rather than treating listening as a research method or a formal stage of consultation, 

ontological listening is understood as a deeper shift in how we understand young people’s everyday worlds, relationships, and experiences. This 

means moving beyond adult-centered assumptions about mobility, public space, activity, or participation, and recognizing that young people may 

experience and make sense of the city in fundamentally different ways. 

ROOM C109 
WORKSHOP 12.00-12.45   ·   Chair: Luc Letarte 

Let’s Talk Data Safeguarding: RDM Strategies for Stronger Community Partnerships 2 
#12 

Luc Letarte, The University of British Columbia 

In an era of sophisticated cyber-attacks and increasing regulatory scrutiny, robust Research Data Management (RDM) practices are 

an essential foundation for establishing trust, resilience, and compliance in university-community partnerships. This interactive 45-

minute workshop equips early career researchers and research support personnel with practical strategies to manage data while 

fostering equity, respect, and solidarity with community partners. Participants will explore how well-designed Data Management 

Plans (DMPs) can help mitigate risks such as data breaches, unauthorized access, and compliance failures—issues that can 

jeopardize both research integrity and community relationships. Through guided discussion and real-world scenarios, we will 

address critical questions: • Why does proactive RDM planning matter for partnership success and risk reduction? • What 

responsibilities and safeguards should be defined when handling community partner data? • How can researchers use ethical and 

well-defined RDM practices to build strong, trust-based relationships with partner organizations? By the end of the session, 

participants will understand key elements of a DMP in a community partnership context, including data collection implications, 

secure storage practices, compliance and risk management, and clarifying ownership and custody. These skills will inform future 

research practices by embedding robust RDM practices as core principles of community-engaged research. 

 

ROOM C110 
WORKSHOP 12.00-12.45   ·   Chair: Thomas Farnell 

Partnerships that Work: Testing the SPACE Framework for University-Community 
Partnerships 

2 
#69 

Thomas Farnell Institute for the Development of Education   ·   with Bojana Ćulum Ilić, University of Rijeka 

Universities across Europe increasingly recognise the need to build relationships of solidarity with their communities. Yet many 

partnerships remain fragile and are dependent on individual commitment, unclear in roles and expectations, or insufficiently 

informed by the perspectives of community organisations. This workshop introduces a new reflective framework developed within 

the Erasmus+ SPACE project to support more equitable, transparent, and sustainable university-community collaborations. The 

framework combines a survey-based self-reflection tool with a structured dialogue method that helps identify how individual, 

institutional, and societal factors shape partnership quality. We will first present the framework and comparative findings from four 

pilot sites where 68 community organisations used the framework to assess real partnerships: University of Rijeka, Vrije Universiteit 

Brussel, University College Cork, and the University of Girona. Across contexts, partners highlighted strong interpersonal trust and 

commitment but also systemic challenges such as bureaucratic hurdles, dependence on motivated individuals, and insufficient 

institutional support for long-term collaboration. These findings contribute to a richer understanding of research solidarity as a 

practice embedded in organisational structures, cultural norms, and wider socio-political conditions. Participants will then spend 45 

minutes actively workshopping the tool, splitting into two sets of groups: - Group set A: Participants complete an abbreviated SPACE 

survey + small-group reflection on their scores (focus on reasons for highest and lowest scores, based on their practices). - Group set 

B: Structured dialogue identifying the individual, organisational and system-level factors that drive or impede quality partnerships 

This hands-on exercise enables participants to test the tool as both a reflective device and a method for collective learning. The final 
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25 minutes will be dedicated to shared reflections: What patterns emerged? How does the tool change how we think about 

solidarity in partnerships? What adaptations would make the framework more useful in different contexts? Participants will leave 

the workshop with (1) a practical, evidence-informed method for strengthening university-community solidarity; (2) a clearer 

understanding of common challenges and success factors across Europe; and (3) concrete ideas for improving their own partnership 

strategies. 

 

ROOM C111 
112 WORKSHOP 12.00-12.45   ·   Chair: Reka Matoley 

‘I am Tired of Solidarity' 3 
#162 

Réka Matolay Corvinus Science Shop - Corvinus Unversity of Budapest   ·   with Jekatyerina Dunajeva, Márta Frigyik, Judit Kálmán, Éva 
Markos-Kujbus, Nikoletta Nagy, Éva Révész, Andrea Toarniczky, Tamás Veress, Ágnes Wimmer - Corvinus University of Budapest, 
Hungary 

Our title is an excerpt from student feedback we received in one of the community-engaged course projects at the Corvinus Science 

Shop. Similar student voices, such as “Do I really need to be empathetic?”, appear from time to time in our community engaged 

university teaching practice, at various stages of course projects. Resistance to solidarity can take the form of instrumental or 

market-oriented attitudes, for instance when students frame solidarity-related or community-engaged tasks primarily in 

transactional terms, questioning their relevance unless accompanied by financial compensation. Most probably there is further 

resistance we never become aware of. Starting from this deliberately provocative stance, the workshop invites participants to reflect 

on how solidarity is questioned and sometimes resisted in community engaged research and learning (CERL). In this 45-minute 

problem-solving workshop, we aim to explore how lecturers and science shop/community engagement practitioners can sense and 

recognize resistance to solidarity, and how such resistance can be addressed in an empowering and non-moralizing, non-judgmental 

way. The session focuses on tensions embedded in university-community collaboration in relation to students’ attitudes, also in 

courses where solidarity is not an explicit learning goal and may even feel unrelated to the subject matter. Facilitators of the 

workshop are lecturers and science shop practitioners, with CERL experience ranging from one year to more than ten years, 

instructing and supporting community engaged courses across various disciplines in social sciences. Participants will engage in a 

short framing input drawing on community engaged course project experiences. It will be followed by small-group activities guided 

by questions such as: How can resistance to solidarity be recognized in classroom and community engaged course project settings? 

Are expectations around empathy and solidarity culturally specific, and how do these differences affect student engagement and 

learning? How far lecturers should “disturb” students by confronting them with social issues, inequalities, and responsibilities they 

did not actively choose. To what extent do attitude formation of students contribute to successful collaboration? We discuss how 

creating spaces where critique and even refusal can be openly expressed without moral sanction may support engagement. As a 

result, this workshop may contribute not only to theme number 3 but also to 2 and 8. 
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Parallel Session 8 
F R I D A Y    ·    1 4 : 1 5 - 1 5 : 4 5  

 

ROOM C105 
2 X WORKSHOP 14.15-15.00 / 15.00-15.45   ·   Chair: Jana Wendler / Iuliia Iulinetska 

Place in Engagement - A collaborative encyclopedia experiment 8 
#48 

Jana Wendler Berlin School of Public Engagement / Museum für Naturkunde Berlin   ·   with Kristin Bauer - Freelance Engagement 
Researcher - Germany Lucinda Spokes - The University of Cambridge Public Engagement Team - UK 

Our workshop introduces a process for collaborative knowledge-making: a design-based method that turns diverse forms of 

expertise into a creative output. It stems from the 2025 Collaborative Futures Academy (CFA), an international online learning 

programme, focused on how place matters in research engagement. Our wish was to honour the diverse expertise present in the 

Academy, and to make it available more widely. Together with a design team, we developed a process of reflection and translation 

that led to the collaborative encyclopedia “Place in Engagement”. By turning experiences into creative entries, it shares insights on 

how place - the locations, local contexts, or communal practices - shape our practice. This work speaks to solidarity from two angles. 

Firstly, the process offers a practical path towards epistemic solidarity. It gives equal space to scientific, practice-based, experiential 

and emotional knowledge in Public Engagement, made consistent by a reimagined encyclopedia format. The collective authorship 

redistributes expertise, and offers a model for both peer group learning and working with non-academic communities. Secondly, the 

topic of place offers a powerful lens on how to cultivate care and responsibility, by attending to the materialities, power structures 

or sensory experiences of our interactions. Prototyping this process during CFA with 25 contributors indicated both the potential and 

challenges. We found tensions between creative openness and unified structure; and between author voices and the need for 

editorial quality control. The encyclopedia format with its strict form but diverse content was a productive response, but further 

reflection is needed on its wider applicability. This includes a conversation about design and engagement co-creation practices, 

which offer much more than aesthetic input, but are resource and time intensive. The workshop has two aims: to introduce you to 

the process as a tool for your own collaborative work; and to advance the conversation on Place in engagement and community-

based research. We will take you through an adapted version to fill some of the empty letters in the encyclopedia. You will explore 

your own place-related perspectives and methods, and use our prompts and design templates to turn these ideas into entries. 

Framed by a critical conversation about how this process could be used in different contexts, we will jointly contribute to solidarity 

in practice and thought. 

 

Making Solidarity Visible: A LEGO® Serious Play® Workshop 8 
#102 

Iuliia Iulinetska LBG OIS Center 

Solidarity plays a central role in collaborative and engaged research. However, it often remains an implicit assumption rather than an 

explicit point of reflection in everyday research and training practice. This workshop addresses solidarity as a shared experience that 

becomes visible through interaction. It asks how it can be named, discussed, and reflected on in research and public engagement 

contexts. The workshop introduces LEGO® Serious Play® as a participatory, arts-based method for structured reflection and 

dialogue. Instead of starting from a fixed definition of solidarity, participants are invited to reflect on their own experiences from 

research, teaching, or engagement work. Through hands-on building, storytelling, and collective reflection, they discuss what 

enables or blocks solidarity. The workshop creates a space for collective sense-making, in which participants can express their 

understandings of solidarity and analyse how it is influenced by everyday research practices, forms of collaboration, and facilitation 

approaches. LEGO® Serious Play® provides a framework that supports equal participation, brings different perspectives into the 

discussion, and enables non-hierarchical dialogue. During the session, participants will construct individual and shared LEGO® 

models to discuss guiding questions: What enables research solidarity? What blocks it? and What conditions support it in practice? 

The session concludes with a joint reflection on how participatory methods can help turn solidarity from an abstract idea into a 

shared research practice. The workshop is relevant for researchers, practitioners, and trainers working in collaborative or 

community-based research contexts. Participants will leave with practical ideas they can apply in their own work, as well as a better 

understanding of how the choice of methods influences interaction and participation. 
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ROOM C108 
WORKSHOP 14.15-15.45   ·   Chair: Amanda Demmer 

Fostering Transnational Solidarity through Community-Based Research: A Live 
Demonstration of CBRCanada’s Community of Practice 

4 
#68 

Amanda Demmer Community-Based Research Canada   ·   with Joanna Ochocka, Community-Based Research Canada 

Community-Based Research Canada (CBRCanada) facilitates a monthly international Community of Practice (CoP) that connects 

researchers, community partners, and practitioners to advance the theory and practice of community-based research (CBR). While 

the desire for global solidarity is high, sustaining these networks often faces challenges regarding organizational and disciplinary 

silos, fostering and sustaining ongoing engagement, and coordinating synchronous meetings across various timezones. We have 

addressed these challenges by developing a structured yet flexible CoP model rooted in reciprocity and mutual learning. This 90-

minute development workshop serves two purposes: to share our lessons learned in building this infrastructure, and to demonstrate 

the CoP model by actively using the collective minds of conference participants to further develop the concept of "Transnational 

Solidarity." Session Structure and Methodology: We will move quickly from theory to praxis. The first 15 minutes will outline 

CBRCanada’s CoP model, discussing how we navigated the challenges of virtual engagement to create a space for reciprocal learning 

and knowledge co-creation. For the remaining 75 minutes, we will transition into an immersive CoP simulation. Participants will 

break into small, interdisciplinary groups to engage in a facilitated dialogue on "Fostering Transnational Solidarity." Groups will 

tackle three critical questions: 1. Praxis: How can CBR foster genuine solidarity across national boundaries beyond project-based 

timelines? 2. Ethics: What principles ensure international partnerships are grounded in reciprocity, particularly when resource 

inequalities exist? 3. Infrastructure: What digital spaces or shared learning models best support long-term global collaboration? 

Outcomes and Value: Participants will leave with a concrete experience of a replicable CoP methodology they can adapt for their 

own networks. Furthermore, the insights generated in this room will not be lost; CBRCanada will synthesize the discussion notes into 

a visual graphic/infographic shared with all participants post-conference. This session transforms the conference room into a living 

laboratory for global solidarity. 

 

ROOM C109 
2 X WORKSHOP 14.15-15.00 / 15.00-15.45   ·   Chair: Paul van Duuren / Renira Narrandes 

Unlocking patient involvement 6 
#125 

Paul van Duuren University Medical Center Groningen 

Involvement in health research is often framed as a question of motivation: how do we encourage patients and communities to take 

part in research? Insights from a large patient panel study conducted at the University Medical Center Groningen (UMCG) point to a 

different reality. Patients indicate that their willingness to get involved is generally high, but that various obstacles make meaningful 

involvement difficult. Involvement in research depends on conditions such as clarity of purpose, trust, feedback, practical feasibility, 

and respect for personal limits and vulnerability. This workshop introduces an experiential, self-guided escape room as a method to 

explore these obstacles and the conditions under which meaningful involvement can emerge. Participants are invited to step into 

the position of patients. The escape room mirrors involvement in research as a discovery process. Participants navigate uncertainty, 

incomplete information, and competing demands while working collaboratively to identify and address barriers to involvement. 

Through a series of interconnected puzzles distributed across the space, participants must actively seek information, align 

perspectives, and share partial insights in order to progress. No single group can solve the challenge alone. Progress depends on 

cooperation, communication, and the ability to recognise what prevents participation and what helps to sustain it. In this way, the 

workshop makes visible how research environments can either enable or hinder solidarity with patients. Although we mainly 

mention patients, this is also the same for involving other diverse societal communities. Participants leave with an understanding of 

how obstacles to involvement arise, how they can be addressed, and what this means for designing research that supports health, 

solidarity, and community wellbeing. 

 

Storytelling for solidarity 6 
#7 

Renira Narrandes The Hospital for Sick Children (SickKids) 

BACKGROUND We are wired for stories. They connect us and help us make sense of the world. Stories enable us (and our audiences) 

to understand, remember, empathize, and engage. As researchers and professionals, we can use storytelling to share knowledge, 

connect with diverse audiences, and convey the impact of our work. Community members and people with lived experience often 

tell stories to make an impact, whether their goal is to inform research, advocate for a cause, or promote change in service design or 
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policy. Across disciplines and goals, stories bring people together and cultivate solidarity, whether in research, university-community 

engagement, environmental justice, health, or community—whether at home or globally. Storytelling is valuable to all of us, yet 

many of us have never been trained in it. OBJECTIVES & METHODS This abbreviated storytelling workshop will teach participants 

how to develop a narrative that resonates. Participants will: • Discuss the neuroscience behind storytelling • Watch a live story 

performance and analyze it as a group • Identify the four ingredients of a compelling story in their own work • Choose between a 

story-structuring or metaphor activity • Discuss the challenges and lessons learned from developing stories with researchers and 

patient partners, as well as implications for practice About the facilitator: Renira is a South African Canadian storyteller, spoken word 

poet and knowledge translation professional who has performed in North America, Europe, on TV, in podcasts and at academic 

conferences and events. She has a background in journalism (MA), occupational therapy (M.Sc. OT) and public health (MPH) and has 

trained hundreds of clinicians, researchers, people with lived experience and others on storytelling, all over the world. Renira is the 

Knowledge Translation Program Manager at The Hospital for Sick Children in Toronto. OUTCOMES This is a highly interactive 

workshop; participants will leave energized and with strategies that can be used to develop any story. The full 6-hour version of this 

training can be completed via The Hospital for Sick Children’s Knowledge Translation Program. The workshop has run six times since 

its launch in May 2023—all workshops have sold out and have received positive feedback, including this comment from the 

Evaluation Exchange at University College London: “The workshop was brilliant! I absolutely loved the engaging style. It was full of 

tips that have helped me with storytelling since.” 

 

ROOM C110 
2 X WORKSHOP 14.15-15.00 / 15.00-15.45   ·   Chair: Olivia Almeida / György Málovics 

Closing the Loop in Community-Based Research 2 
#142 

Olivia Almeida, UNESCO Chair in Community-Based Research and Social Responsibility in Higher Education   ·   with Saanya 
Sodhi,UNESCO Chair in CBRSRHE, Programe Officer, PRIA, India. 

The DECODE Knowledge Project is an international research initiative coordinated by the UNESCO Chair in Community-Based 

Research and Social Responsibility in Higher Education. It examines how local and Indigenous communities document, share, and 

apply ancestral and place-based knowledges in ways that care simultaneously for ecosystems and the social fabrics sustaining them. 

Through case studies on forest protection, food systems, weather prediction, medicinal harvesting, and environmental stewardship, 

DECODE investigates healthy interactions between ancestral and contemporary knowledge systems. These studies are developed 

through partnerships with community-based organizations and research centres, shaped by shared commitments to mutual learning 

and local relevance. Coordinating across the DECODE case studies, we have corroborated our understanding of boundary spanning 

— the relational work of building linkages across institutions, knowledge systems, and communities — as a constitutive feature of 

Community Based Participatory Research (CBPR). The intermediaries who carry out this work are central to sustaining relationships, 

maintaining continuity, and enabling communication across difference. This session examines what that work entails, what 

conditions support it, and how it might be recognized and strengthened. This problem-solving session explores intermediary roles in 

community-based research across relational, institutional, and epistemic dimensions. Through facilitated small-group discussions, 

participants will examine what boundary-spanning work consists of, what resources sustain it, and how intermediaries navigate 

between local specificity and cross-contextual legibility. Participants will prototype a boundary-spanner role map — a practical tool 

capturing the competencies, relational practices, and positional dynamics that make intermediary work visible across institutional 

and community settings. The session will produce draft principles for supporting boundary-spanning work and strategies for making 

it legible to funders and institutional partners. These outputs will form a practical DECODE resource to support recognition and 

resourcing of intermediary roles — strengthening ethical accountability, enabling peer learning, and informing future projects, 

partnerships, and funding proposals. 

 

Developing an “interuniversity science shop marketplace” - brainstorming about 
opportunities and challenges 

2 
#29 

György Málovics University of Szeged   ·   with Raquel Lázaro Gutiérrez, University of Alcala, Spain Judit Juhász, University of Szeged, 
Hungary Roland Herke, University of Szeged, Hungary Zoltán Bajmócy, University of Szeged, Hungary 

Subject Within an existing European university alliance, discussions about creating a science shop-like research exchange 

"marketplace" have been started. The idea is to connect the researchers and students of nine European universities through an 

online "marketplace" that addresses problems and questions related to health and well-being raised by CSO’s/NGO’s that operate in 

the locality of these universities. As such, the initiative can be perceived as a potential initial step towards an “interuniversity science 

shop marketplace” - researchers and students could work on issues (research questions) raised by CSOs/NGOs in different contexts. 

As related discussion has just been started, the session aims to “use the collective minds of participants” to turn this idea to an 
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actually feasible project. Questions we aim to discuss are the following: Value to participants Participants are getting familiar with 

the idea of the interuniversity “science shop marketplace” and cooperatively build knowledge about its feasibility that they can also 

use in their science-society work/activities. Plan with outcomes Outcomes will be fed back to the university alliance where 

discussions about realizing the “interuniversity science shop marketplace” have started and hopefully contribute to the actual 

realization of this project within an alliance that includes nine European universities. 

 

ROOM C111 
112 2 X ARTS BASED SESSION 14.15-15.00 / 15.00-15.45   ·   Chair: Heather Fitzsimmons Frey / Mathieu Goradesky 

Forging Solidarities Across Time through Stories and Art-Making 8 
#35 

Heather Fitzsimmons Frey MacEwan University, Edmonton 

Telling histories of who we are, who we could be, and who we might become is a powerful act. It’s even more powerful when 

personal storytelling connects individuals to communities in the present, and to people of the past, forging solidarities across time. 

In this workshop of imaginary histories, true stories, and truer dreams, we explore how images could inform what we understand 

about ourselves, our research, and our communities, and how engaging with these stories helps make ethically responsible 

connections across time. In advance, participants will be invited to bring in photographs/photocopied images reflecting on their 

identity (as a researcher, individual, community member, -- may choose ancestors) that they are comfortable incorporating into an 

art project. If participants do not have a picture to share, we may be able to use one from their phone, or they can use some images 

I will bring. I will provide inspiring paper resources to work with such as contemporary and historical images of people and places, 

maps, fashion plates from the 19th century, etc. There will be yarn, string, and markers. We use questions as story prompts. We cut 

up, mark up, write and draw on the images to co-create artistic pieces that explore facets of solidarities. Creative work will be 

collectively documented; participants may take their own piece with them. This arts-based session is grounded in the Young People 

are the Future project, an oral and archival histories of performance initiative with children, youth, educators and living history 

museums in Alberta, Canada. In my research young people are in solidarity with queer, black, Indigenous, Ukrainian, girl, child, and 

other people of the present and the past.Tania Gigliotti (a student research assistant) and I write about ways young people forge 

solidarities across communities and time through stories, questions, and embodied knowledge transmission (Fitzsimmons Frey and 

Gigliotti 2024). Informed by 90 interviews with young staff, volunteers and educators, this arts-based workshop is inspired by 

Rebecca Schneider’s time-bending work (2011), by Réka Polonyi & Kirsten Sadeghi-Yekta performing solidarities research (2023), by 

circle introductions led by Indigenous theatre artist Josh Languedoc at PostMarginal Edmonton, and by the work of Laurence Butet-

Roch and Deanna Del Vecchio (2023) on elaborated images as decolonial practice. The aim is for participants to see their own 

practices, histories and stories as living history - where human connections can be made through questions and storytelling, and 

where solidarities exist across time. 

 

LOESS Stories from the subsoil: art-based storytelling to build solidarity, soil health, and 
community resilience 

6 
#57 

Mathieu Goradesky Controvento Società Cooperativa Sociale Onlus   ·   with Nadia Fellini (Controvento-Italy) 

How can stories strengthen community resilience and solidarity around environmental and public health challenges? This 

contribution presents Stories from the Subsoil, an art-based video series developed within the LOESS project, designed to explore 

the deep connections between soil health, community wellbeing and collective responsibility. Created within the Italian LOESS 

Community of Practice, the series brings together diverse voices that rarely share the same narrative space: a writer of science 

books for kids, a soil defense engineer on the side of the soil, an epidemiologist studying the links between soil and community 

health, a geographer director of a Dynamic Landscape Observatory, a geologist who studies the nature and evolution of soils, a 

farmer leading a Community Supported Agriculture (CSA) initiative, and women and men who defend the soil in lands threatened by 

industrial activities. Their stories situate soil as a living commons, where health, justice, memory, and care intersect. Through 

personal stories, professional experiences, and situated knowledge, each contributor reveals how soil is not only a biophysical 

system but also a social, cultural, and health-related commons and it builds real-time solidarity networks among its authors as the 

stories themselves take shape. Presented as an art-based research and engagement practice, the video series uses storytelling as a 

tool to make complex scientific knowledge accessible, emotionally resonant, and socially meaningful. By foregrounding lived 

experiences and local expertise, Stories from the Subsoil fosters solidarity across disciplines, professions, and communities, 

highlighting shared vulnerabilities and collective capacities for care and regeneration. Within the framework of Health, Solidarity and 

Community Wellbeing, the series demonstrates how narrative-based approaches can support community resilience by reconnecting 

soil health to human health, environmental justice, and civic agency. The contribution reflects on the potential of audiovisual 

storytelling to act as a bridge between research, communities, and policy, offering a space where knowledge is co-produced and 
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solidarity is cultivated through listening and recognition. The presentation will engage participants in a reflective exploration of how 

art-based storytelling can contribute to building resilient communities rooted in care for the soil as a foundation for collective 

wellbeing. 

 

ROOM C204 
WORKSHOP 14.15-15.45   ·   Chair: Corinna Braun 

Strengthening ethical behaviour in transfer processes 7 
#82 

Corinna Braun University of Mannheim 

TThis workshop is based on an existing concept that will be adapted for the Living Knowledge Conference and tested with an 

international group of participants. They will experience the workshop themselves and can subsequently transfer it to their own 

institutions. The topic of the workshop is “Acting according to ethical principals” - one of five skills, that were identified in a third-

party funded project as relevant for transfer processes. The other four skills are: Creativity and innovativeness, Dealing with 

ambiguity and uncertainty, Systemic competence/Operating within systems, Collaborating in diverse contexts. In addition to 

research and teaching, many universities and universities of applied sciences now also focus on the third pillar of knowledge 

transfer. Professors, research assistants, and administrative staff deal with this topic at various levels and in various roles. The 

necessary knowledge and skills are acquired on the side, in line with the motto “learning by doing”. We want to counteract this and 

are developing a series of workshops entitled “Shaping Transfer!”. The aim is to strengthen the individual transfer mindset, i.e., an 

attitude that is positive towards transfer activities, while contributing to organizational development. The term “transfer” can refer 

to both knowledge and technology transfer and encompasses a wide variety of approaches, such as service learning, real-world 

laboratories, community-based research, and citizen science. One of the five transfer skills covered in the workshop series deals with 

ethical principles, which can relate, e.g., to the selection of social partners, dealing with different hierarchical levels, questions of 

solidarity in research, or possible knowledge asymmetries. Reflection within the framework of the workshop contributes to the 

development of individual solutions. Aim of the workshop: To explore the topic of ethics in transfer processes; (self-)reflection based 

on concrete examples; raising awareness of the topic and strengthening the transfer mindset. After a brief theoretical introduction 

to ethics in the context of knowledge transfer and participation at research institutions, the participants will collaboratively work on 

fictional cases using the ‘ethical case reflection’ method. At the end of the workshop, participants will be able to identify where they 

encounter ethics in transfer or research processes and how they can deal with it. 

 


