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The impact that research in the field can take on the health and wellbeing of those conducting
fieldwork has led to concern over university preparedness for fieldwork. In the wake of several
high profile cases of detainment, torture, and death of doctoral students at European universities,
this workshop is designed to provide students conducting fieldwork with the tools they need to
navigate complex research challenges. This three-day workshop is about doing qualitative
research in complex settings, and the kinds of challenges that can arise during fieldwork in
relation to safety and risk, ethics, gender, health and mental health.

Rather than only providing a space for researchers to share their experiences, this workshop aims
to fundamentally improve the ways in which conventional qualitative methods are taught, with a
focus on situating these methods in the kinds of challenging environments in which they might
be used. This will include practical exercises on the use of qualitative research methods in
complex settings, such as gaining access to research participants in contexts of violence; safety
and risk in doing interviews with members of armed groups or individuals engaged in street
violence or crime; and conducting focus groups on sensitive subjects, or with individuals who do
not usually engage with institutions or institutional processes.

However, challenges in contemporary fieldwork are not limited to so-called ‘difficult’ or
‘extreme’ settings, and both researchers and their interlocutors are vulnerable to numerous
challenges regardless of where they work. The workshop will therefore also include a broader,
and more holistic training on how researchers can better protect themselves before, during and
after conducting fieldwork on in complex settings, including in elite institutions. In addition, this
workshop will also provide a space for pre- and post-field researchers to connect, network, and
learn from each other. Part of each session will involve working in smaller groups of both pre-
and post-field students responding to particular hypothetical fieldwork situations.



Course Preparation

All students should think through and be prepared to speak briefly to the following questions
during the workshop:

*for students who are pre-fieldwork*

- What are the ethical challenges that might emerge during your fieldwork?

- What are the risks you might face during your fieldwork? What risks does your fieldwork
pose to your research participants?

- How will your gender, ethnicity and class impact your fieldwork?

- How do you plan to take care of your health and mental health during fieldwork?

*for students who are currently doing fieldwork, or are post-fieldwork™

- What were the ethical challenges that you faced during your fieldwork? Can you give one
example of how you navigated these challenges?

- What were risk you faced during your fieldwork that you had not prepared for? What
risks did your fieldwork pose to your research participants? Can you give one example of
how you mitigated these risks?

- How did your gender, ethnicity and class impact your fieldwork?

- What did you do to take care of your health and mental health during fieldwork?

Course Outline

Day One

Session 1: “The ethics of fieldwork preparedness”

Lake, M., & Parkinson, S. E. 2017. “The Ethics of Fieldwork Preparedness.” Political Violence
at a Glance. [Link]

Session 2: Practicalities and challenges of doing remote fieldwork during COVID-19

Duquette-Ruty, L. 2020. Conducting Social Science Research During Crisis Wayne State
University.

Jowett, A. 2020. Carrying Out Qualitative Research During Lockdown: Practical and Ethical
Considerations. Coventry University.

Day Two

Session 3: Ethical decisions in the field

Cronin-Furman, K., & Lake, M. 2018. “Ethics Abroad: Fieldwork in Fragile and Violent
Contexts.” PS: Political Science & Politics, 51(3), 607-614. [PDF]



Callaway, E. 2017. “South Africa’s San People Issue Ethics Code to Scientists.” Nature News
543(7646): 475. [Link].

Session 4: Safety and risk during fieldwork

Peter, M., & Strazzari, F. 2017. ‘Securitisation of research: fieldwork under new restrictions in
Darfur and Mali.” Third World Quarterly, 38(7): 1531-1550. [Link]

Clark, I & Grant, A. 2015, ‘Sexuality and danger in the field: Starting an uncomfortable
conversation‘, Journal of the Anthropological Society of Oxford: Special issue on Sexual
Harassment in the Field, vol. 7, no. 1, p. 1-14.

Enria, L. 2018. ‘Elective affinities: fragility and injustice in the field’. The New Ethnographer
[https://www.thenewethnographer.org/the-new-ethnographer/2018/04/25/elective-affinities-
fragility-and-injustice-in-the-field]

Day Three

Session 5: Positionality in fieldwork

Henderson, Frances B. 2009. “‘We Thought You Would Be White’: Race and Gender in
Fieldwork.” PS: Political Science and Politics 42 (2): 291-4.

Yacob-Haliso, O. 2018. ‘Intersectionalities and Access in Fieldwork in Postconflict Liberia:
Motherland, Motherhood, and Minefields.” African Affairs, 118(470): 168—181. [Link]

Session 6: Health and mental health during and after fieldwork

Pollard, A. 2009. ‘Field of screams: difficulty and ethnographic fieldwork’. Anthropology
Matters 11(2): 1-24.

Vieth, R. 2018. ‘Dis/ability to do fieldwork’. The New Ethnographer

[https://www.thenewethnographer.org/the-new-ethnographer/2018/10/04/dis-ability-to-do-
fieldwork]

Assignment

An essay on the ethical challenges connected to your doctoral research project; and how you plan
to/have mitigated these challenges. 2,000 — 3,000 words. Deadline Thursday June 4",

Additional Resources

The New Ethnographer: www.thenewethnographer.org
Advancing Research on Conflict: www.advancingresearchonconflict.com
#MeToo Anthropology: www.metooanthro.org
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