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“Research is more than extraction” is an obvious principle, a mantra, for 
studies about people’s lives and most especially the lives of those who have 
suffered and still do from unimaginable yet all too frequent gender-based 
violence in times of wars and armed conflicts. Yet, historically, researchers 
from various disciplines have simply extracted “data” as impersonal bits and 
pieces, commodifying survivors’ experiences before leaving the research sites, 
never to be heard from or to return. Papers and books are published and 
nothing more is said or done. 

In their collection of essays, Annie Bunting, Allen Kiconco, and Joel 
Quirk have created a platform for academic researchers to share their 
experiences in painstaking detail. In the process, they expose their 
vulnerabilities as scholars truly committed to the well-being of those whose 
lives they seek to understand, and to intervening to change the conditions that 
led to the violence. All the authors, from and connected to both the Global 
South and Global North, write about their methodologies and the 
practicalities of doing research. They also write about their emotional, deeply 
personal reflections as researchers and concerned human beings and the 
various ways in which they may indirectly be a source of the problems being 
studied. The contributors to this volume demonstrate research praxes that 
often reflect what Indigenous Canadian scholar Shawn Wilson (2008) 
describes as “research is ceremony.”1 In these ways, Research As More than 
Extraction is a valuable guide for seasoned, novice, and student researchers. 



Review · 199 · 
 

The conceptual brilliance and practicality of the collection are reflected 
in its two-part organisation of the essays. The first focuses on dilemmas, 
ethical and methodological, that all researchers confront but do not 
necessarily recognise or attend to. The dilemmas described are “up close and 
personal.” For example, in the opening essay, Teddy Atim raises the question 
of the safety and protection of research participants in post-war Uganda 
where neither could be assured. What are the researchers’ roles? What 
can/should be done about their own safety and security? What is the 
relationship between both parties’ concerns? What happens when the 
researcher is a member of a community who shared experiences with 
research participants but is now apart from them in terms of physical and 
social location? 

Another example concerns the overturning of traditional cultural 
hierarchies based on age and gender, that is, gerontocracy combined with 
patriarchy, intersecting with class, race, and nation. Sylvie Bodineau, a French 
graduate student, and Appolinaire Lipandasi, a Congolese “research 
assistant” with extensive professional background, life experiences, and 
language and other skills, describe how they worked together and negotiated 
complex inequalities, both personal and structural.  

A third example of ethical dilemmas concerns methodology for 
understanding and documenting experiences of children directly impacted by 
war, who may be joined to their mothers through militarised rape. This is 
what Beth Steward names “child-centered methodology.” It is based on 
relationship-building and the use of multiple forms of expression to centre the 
children in ways that honour dignity and agency. The examples in the text 
speak for themselves. 

What of the structural and institutional foundations of power relations, 
knowledge-production, voice, and agency? The second half of the collection 
addresses a myriad ways in which institutions, along with personal 
expectations, aspirations, and ambitions influence the conduct of researchers. 
Also included are questions of funding, the presentation of findings, 
dissemination of new knowledges, and claims of “ownership.” Authors here 
critically analyse the power relations embedded in “partnerships,” both 
North–South and university–community. Can researchers “serve two 
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masters,” institutions as well as the people whose lives we commit ourselves 
to? To what extent are we, or should we be, beholden to funders and donors, 
and to those who may otherwise determine career paths? What about our 
responsibilities to people who have been violated and harmed in one way or 
another by the academic institutions, humanitarian aid organisations, and 
states of the Global North? Should we involve ourselves in reparations? If so, 
what should we repair and how? If not, why not? Is there a third way between 
“Yes” and “No” on this question? 

Samuel Okyere explores the deep structures of inequalities, 
colonisation, and imperialism rooted in language, psychology, culture, 
socialisation, and accepted (dominant) standards of scholarship. This includes 
the normalisation of such manifestations by those in both dominant and 
subordinated groups. As Okyere argues, “even where the influence of the 
‘colonial matrix of power’… is acknowledged, measures to promote parity, 
inclusivity, and other redress mechanisms do not always materialize” (200). 
The other contributors cite their own examples. Okyere and others also trace 
the historical origins and the continuities and extensions, for example, of the 
British institution of slavery and other related histories of European 
colonisation. These points can likewise be applied to locations beyond the 
African continent where colonisation, imperialism, and multiple forms of 
violence have been and continue to be perpetrated, such as Myanmar, 
Vietnam, Cambodia, Palestine, Lebanon, Syria, and the Kurdish regions of 
Turkey and Syria. 

Another contribution by writers of this section, which is fundamental 
to academic research, is the debunking and challenging of the idea of 
individual responsibility on the part of both the researcher and the participant 
as the core of research ethics. This individual responsibility model is made 
manifest through mechanisms such as institutionalised informed consent and 
human subject protocol reviews. They exist primarily to protect institutions. 
The challenge is even more crucial in this day of AI technology and its 
problematic use, specifically in tracking and representation, if we are seriously 
committed to protecting research participants in particular and people more 
generally, as scholars committed to the well-being of all. 
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Finally, the writers in Research As Is More than Extraction compel us 
readers/researchers to ask, repeatedly, the following questions as we conduct 
research and tell the stories of our participants: Where and when do we start 
the story of contemporary events? Who are the “experts”? On what basis is 
epistemological and ontological integrity determined, and who assesses it? 
Perhaps most significant, what is/are the purpose(s) of our research and who 
will benefit from it ultimately? As persons conducting research, how do our 
personal histories and current social location influence and impact questions 
raised in this collection, including the identification of contradictions? As 
researchers located in a diaspora, how do we understand our responsibilities 
to the participants? To whom must we ultimately be accountable for what we 
craft as the “final product”? How will we activate the knowledge as part of 
social-change movement building and other crucial change strategies? How 
will our responses be shaped by our experiences of colonisation, imperialism, 
patriarchy, racism, and class inequalities?  

A deep, collective reflection by researchers in the diaspora, as well as 
those living in or previously exposed to the conditions about which they write 
would, I believe, have been a compelling addition to this collection. How do 
they think about and understand their relationship to the problems of war and 
gender-based violence? For example, how have they experienced, and how 
are they experiencing, “survivors’ guilt” as members of dominant groups in 
the Global North, Global South, or both? How do they recognise and deal 
with internalised, probably tacit participation in hierarchical power relations 
in their geographic locations and in the researcher-research participant 
relations? How are they affected, perhaps even influenced, by historical, 
social, cultural, economic, and political relations and realities in their specific 
locations? Considering these and related questions will enable readers to 
connect their own relationships to the questions and issues raised in the book 
more directly. 

On a final, technical note, the print font in the physical text is too small 
even for fully functioning eyes and nearly impossible for anyone with visual 
challenges.  
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Notes 

1. Indigenous scholar Shawn Wilson delineates the core elements of 
“research is ceremony”: “1. The shared aspect of an Indigenous 
ontology and epistemology is relationality (relationships do not 
merely shape reality, they are reality). The shared aspect of an 
Indigenous axiology and methodology is accountability to 
relationships. 2. The shared aspects of relationality and relational 
accountability can be put into practice through choice of research 
topic, methods of data collection, form of analysis and presentation 
of information” (Wilson 2008, 7). 
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