
IMPLICATIONS OF 
SITUATED SOLIDARITY 
BUILDING FOR 
RETHINKING THE 
GEOPOLITICS OF 
HIGHER EDUCATION

EMILY DOBRICH

DEPARTMENT OF LEADERSHIP, HIGHER & ADULT EDUCATION

ONTARIO INSTITUTE FOR STUDIES IN EDUCATION

CGHE WEBINAR SERIES ON HE AND GEOPOLITICS

30 JULY 2024

1



OVERVIEW

I. Defining Situated Solidarities

II. Situated Solidarities and Higher Education

III. Situated Solidarity Building in Practice

2



DEFINING SITUATED 
SOLIDARITIES

• Emerged from the need to rethink reflexivity, 

identity and positionality to produce more 

politically transformative knowledge(Nagar & 

Geiger, 2007)

• A collaborative approach to doing feminist 

fieldwork and goal and a strategy for doing 

scholar-activist work (Nagar, 2014; Routledge & 

Derickson, 2015)

• The objective of situated solidarity building is to 

refigure hegemonic models of knowledge 

production so that knowledge is not reproduced for 

the benefit of the privileged (Houston & Lange, 

2018; Nagar & Geiger, 2007)
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“situated solidarities aim to understand the larger interconnections produced 

by globalization of economies and labor forces while challenging the 

colonialist prioritizing of the West. They are attentive to the ways in which our 

ability to evoke the global in relation to the intimate, to configure the 

specific nature of our alliances and commitments, and to participate in 

processes of social change are significantly shaped by our geographical 

and socio-institutional locations, and the particular combination of processes, 

events, and struggles underway in those locations” (Nagar, 2014, p. 87-89)
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WHAT DOES SITUATED SOLIDARITY BUILDING 
INVOLVE?

• Situated understanding of place (Sztandara, 2021)

• Recognizes that solidarity is not homogeneous and involves critical convergences 

as well as divergences (Houston & Lange, 2018; Nagar & Shirazi, 2019)

• Reflexivity

• Discuss economic, political, and institutional processes and structures shaping the 

research context (Routledge & Derikson, 2015; Sztandara, 2021)

• Processural reflexivity – recognize that researchers can bring something of value 

to research participants (Routledge &Derikson, 2015)

• Radical Vulnerability – for building trust (Nager & Shirazi, 2019)
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SIX PRACTICES OF SITUATED SOLIDARITY 
BUILDING (ROUTLEDGE & DERICKSON, 2015)

1. Being moved by the mission of the collective 

2. Dispersing power 

3. Resourcing potential 

4. Resourcing solidarity

5. Challenging assumptions and norms 

6. Sustaining collaboration
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SIGNIFICANCE OF SITUATED SOLIDARITY BUILDING 
AND HIGHER EDUCATION

• Demonstrate research impact for community benefit (Routledge & Derickson, 2015)

• Stronger community-university partnerships and collective and collaborative 

international research (Nagar & Geiger, 2007)

• Rethink or dismantle barriers and binaries of real-world vs. university; learning vs. doing 

and community vs. classroom (Houston & Lange, 2018; Routledge & Derickson, 2018)

• Help students and scholars improve skills in reflexivity and place-based knowledge 

(Houston & Lange, 2018; Sztandara, 2021)

• Disrupt knowledge hierarchies and the geopolitics of knowledge production (Nagar & 

Geiger, 2007; Two Convivial Thinkers, 2024)

• Greater valuation of community-based work and knowledge in academia (Houston & 

Lange, 2018; Nagar & Geiger, 2007)
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SITUATED SOLIDARITY 
BUILDING IN PRACTICE
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PROJECT OVERVIEW

• Feminist and Decolonial Qualitative Research Project (Mohanty, 2003; Smith, 2021). 

• Research Objective: To reflect upon processes that support scholar-activism in 

building situated solidarities.

• 3 Data Sources:

I)  One-on-one semi-structured interviews

II) Embodied ethnographic fieldnotes and reflections

III) Participant journals

• Analysis Method: Reflexive Thematic Analysis (Braun & Clark, 2021)
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PARTICIPANTS

• 9 participants

• 4 different regions of the world 

• Asia

• South America

• Caribbean

• Middle East

• Time in Canada: 10 months – 3 years
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PROCESSES THAT SUPPORTED 
SITUATED SOLIDARITY BUILDING

Workshop Design:

• Feminist collective organizing principles

• Indigenous research and community-building methods

o Witnessing (Hunt, 2018)

o 5 Rs of Indigenous Research (Tersaro et al, 2018)

o Sharing Circle Pedagogy (Kovach, 2010) 

Group Activities:

• Group Check-ins

• Reflective Discussion Sharing Circle

• Journaling

• Collective Agreement
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FINDINGS: OUTCOMES AND IMPLICATIONS

• Collective understanding solidarity is not homogeneous

• Strong bonds formed between participants, encouraging intercultural community 

building and connections.

• Developed more confidence to speak and engage in discussion with others.

• Practicing deep listening, respect, and sharing feelings encouraged the development 

of trust among everyone.

• Recognizing the power of knowledge co-creation and limits of individual knowledge.

• Greater appreciation for land, sense of connection to place and respect for 

Indigenous peoples and knowledges.
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CHALLENGES AND OPPORTUNITIES FOR FUTURE 
RESEARCH

The need for more time
Challenges of sustaining 
collaboration
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CONCLUDING THOUGHTS

• Situated solidarities have enormous potential for building partnerships and fostering 

relationships between higher education and community with on-the-ground impact.

• Situated solidarity building offers a different and innovative approach to building 

global networks and alliances that is flexible and adaptable. 

• Reflexivity, situated understanding of context, and radical vulnerability are processes 

of situated solidarity building that are significant for rethinking our practices in 

higher education.

• Expanded opportunities for learning and more ethical knowledge sharing and 

production that directly impact communities.

14



References
• Houston, S. D., & Lange, K. (2018). “Global/local” community engagement: advancing integrative learning and situated solidarity. Journal of GeoGraphy in hiGher 

education, 42(1), 44-60.

• Hunt, S. (2018). Researching within relations of violence: Witnessing as methodology. In D. McGregor, J-P., Restoule, & R. Johnston (Eds), Indigenous research : 

theories, practices, and relationships (pp. 282-295). Canadian Scholars.

• Kovach, M. (2010). Conversation Method in Indigenous Research. First Peoples Child & Family Review, 5(1), 40–48. https://doi.org/10.7202/1069060ar 

• Mohanty, C. T. (2003). Feminism without borders: Decolonizing theory, practicing solidarity. Duke University Press.

• Nagar, R. (2014). Muddying the Waters: Co-authoring Feminisms Across Scholarship and Activism. University of Illinois Press

• Nagar, R. & Geiger, S. (2007). Reflexivity and positionality in feminist fieldwork revisited. Politics and Practice in Economic Geography, A. Tickell, E. Sheppard, J. 

Peck, T. Barnes (eds.), 267-278.

• Nagar, R. and Shirazi, R. (2019). Radical Vulnerability. In Keywords in Radical Geography: Antipode at 50 (eds Antipode Editorial Collective, T. Jazeel, A. Kent, K. 

McKittrick, N. Theodore, S. Chari, P. Chatterton, V. Gidwani, N. Heynen, W. Larner, J. Peck, J. Pickerill, M. Werner and M.W. Wright). https://doi-

org.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/10.1002/9781119558071.ch44 

• Routledge, P., & Derickson, K.D. (2015). Situated solidarities and the practice of scholar-activism. Environment and Planning D: Society and Space, 33, 391 – 407.

• Smith, L.T. (2021).  Decolonizing methodologies: Research and indigenous peoples. Zed Books.Sztandara, M. (2021). “We are fed up… Being research objects!” 

negotiating identities and solidarities in militant ethnography. Human Affairs, 31(3), 262-275.

• Tessaro, D., Restoule,J-P., Gaviria,P., Flessa,J., Lindeman, C., & Scully-Stewart, C. (2018). The Five Rs for Indigenizing Online Learning: A Case Study of the First 

Nations Schools’ Principals Course. Canadian Journal of Native Education. 40 (1), 125-143.

• Two Convivial Thinkers. (2024). (Un) Doing performative decolonisation in the global development ‘imaginaries’ of academia. Global Discourse, 14(2-3), 355-379.

15

https://doi-org.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/10.1002/9781119558071.ch44
https://doi-org.myaccess.library.utoronto.ca/10.1002/9781119558071.ch44


THANK YOU! QUESTIONS?

Emily Dobrich

Ph.D. Candidate

Adult Education and Community Development

Department of Leadership, Higher and Adult Education

Ontario Institute for Studies in Education

University of Toronto

Email: emily.dobrich@mail.utoronto.ca

LinkedIn: linkedin.com/in/emily-dobrich

16

Let’s Connect!

mailto:emily.dobrich@mail.utoronto.ca

	Slide 1: Implications of situated solidarity building for rethinking the geopolitics of higher education
	Slide 2: Overview
	Slide 3: Defining Situated Solidarities
	Slide 4
	Slide 5: What does Situated Solidarity Building Involve?
	Slide 6: Six Practices of Situated Solidarity Building (Routledge & Derickson, 2015)
	Slide 7: Significance of Situated Solidarity Building and Higher Education
	Slide 8: Situated Solidarity Building in Practice
	Slide 9: Project Overview
	Slide 10: Participants
	Slide 11: Processes that Supported Situated Solidarity Building
	Slide 12: Findings: Outcomes and Implications
	Slide 13: Challenges and Opportunities for Future Research
	Slide 14: Concluding Thoughts
	Slide 15: References
	Slide 16: Thank You! Questions?

