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Dear	readers	

	

	

	

We	started	planning	this	theme	issue	not	without	concerns	

about	its	timing.	An	ongoing	pandemic	that	kept	thwarting	

all	kinds	of	plans	and	causing	much	extra	stress	(amongst	

other	things)	for	many,	a	submission	deadline	in	mid-sum-

mer,	a	topic	that’s	not	exactly	amongst	the	latest	academic	

trends:	would	this	be	a	worthwhile	project	and	the	right	mo-

ment	to	invite	fellow	researchers	to	join	the	conversation?	

In	the	end,	we	decided	to	send	out	the	call	and	see	how	it	

would	resonate	with	potential	authors.	Well,	it	did—to	a	de-

gree	that	went	far	beyond	our	expectations.	Declarations	of	

interest	 and	 later	manuscripts	began	 to	pile	up	 in	our	 in-

boxes.	 Some	of	 the	 authors	 sent	 their	 contributions	while	

being	on	holidays,	in	the	final	phases	of	writing	their	thesis	

or	 research	 grant	 proposal,	 while	 moving	 between	 coun-

tries,	being	swamped	with	many	other	tasks	or	facing	per-

sonal	challenges.	And	they	invested	time	and	efforts	not	for	

some	 high	 profile	 academic	 journal,	 but	 the	 absolutely-

great-but-not-so-high-profile	Feministische	GeoRundmail.	

We	think	this	tells	us	something	about	the	role	of	research	

practice,	particularly	 fieldwork,	 in	 “our”	academic	debates	

and	routines.	We	understand	these	manifold	responses	as	

signs	 of	 a	 prevalent	 desire	 to	 share	 research	 experiences	

and	reflections,	and	to	be	part	of	and	contribute	to	conver-

sations	about	fieldwork	as	a	social	practice	with	ethical	and	

political	implications.	This	seems	remarkable	to	us,	for	dif-

ferent	reasons.	First,	because	–	as	diagnosed	by	many	–	the	

exciting	but	often	bumpy	process	of	conducting	fieldwork	is	

mostly	side-lined	in	academic	writing	and	rarely	gets	much	

attention	 in	 collective	 and	 institutionalized	 forms	 of	 ex-

change.	Second,	because	 this	desire	 to	share	encompasses	

issues	 and	 stories	 that	 are	 often	 regarded	 as	difficult,	 un-

comfortable,	unwanted	or	“too	personal”	in	the	academy:	re-

flections	on	unresolved	and	maybe	unresolvable	 tensions,	

on	plans	not	working	out,	feelings	of	frustration	and	failure,	

questions	of	power	and	privilege,	or	a	sense	of	falling	back	

behind	one’s	own	or	others’	expectations.		

Contributions	in	this	issue	go	beyond	sharing	joy	and	strug-

gles	in	fieldwork.	They	link	their	situated	observations	and	

experiences	to	sophisticated	reflections	on	research	politics	

and	ethics,	power	relations,	and	the	possibilities	and	limits	

of	engaged	feminist	research.	They	also	link	them	to	a	wide	

range	 of	 debates	 and	 literatures	 which	 they	 introduce	 as	

rich	sources	of	 inspiration	and	help.	While	a	sense	of	soli-

tude	and	individualization	is	amongst	the	common	themes	

and	discomforts	described	 in	 the	contributions	assembled	

here	(and	no	uncommon	one,	as	many	of	us	will	testify),	we	

think	 that	 they	 also	 already	 indicate	 imperfect	 but	 im-

portant	 steps	 to	 transcend	 it:	 By	 sharing	 stories,	 they	

demonstrate	the	value	of	doing	so.	And	by	relating	to	exist-

ing	debates—often	in	other	disciplines,	on	other	continents,	

or	in	other	language-communities—they	demonstrate	how	

much	each	of	us	can	learn	from	what	has	already	been	writ-

ten	on	feminist	fieldwork	practice,	politics	and	ethics.	This	

reveals,	 once	 again,	 the	 importance	 of	 feminist	 contribu-

tions	to	these	debates—including	the	crucial	contributions	

by	 queer,	 trans*,	 intersectional,	 and	 Black	 feminists	 and	

feminists	of	colour.	

At	 the	 same	 time,	 the	 contributions	 demonstrate	 that	

knowledge	about	what	we	can	do	with	fieldwork,	and	what	

fieldwork	 does	 with	 us,	 does	 not	 simply	 pile	 up	 and	 we	

shouldn’t	expect	to	have	it	all	available	at	some	point.	New	

research	 issues,	 struggles	 for	 social	 justice	 and	 political	

awareness,	new	technologies	and	new	kinds	of	research	en-

counters	and	styles	call	for	new	approaches.	They	generate	

questions	and	situations	that	won’t	lend	themselves	to	read-

ymade	solutions,	but	rather	require	reflection,	negotiation,	

and	 sometimes	 trail-and-error	modes	 of	moving	 forward.	

Contributors	to	this	theme	issue	are	seeking	responsible	and	

meaningful	strategies	and	responses	to	such	challenges	and	

demonstrate	how	we	can	develop	them	by	way	of	collective	

and	critical	exchange.	Feminist	and	intersectional	theories	

help	us	to	better	understand	the	relationship	between	posi-

tionalities	and	complex	entanglements	in	power	structures	

in	research	situations,	the	importance	of	situated	accounts	

and	knowledges,	and	the	possibilities	and	limits	of	various	

forms	of	articulation	and	agency.	They	thereby	provide	im-

portant	tools	for	such	personal	and	collective	journeys.	

In	such	a	spirit	of	moving	things	forward	in	emancipatory	

and	meaningful	ways,	contributions	in	this	issue	emphasize	

creative	research	styles	and	forms	of	collaboration,	commu-

nication	 and	 intervention—both	 as	 a	way	 of	 dealing	with	

problems	and	as	a	fun	and	fulfilling	way	to	make	use	of	the	

freedoms	and	possibilities	that	we	enjoy	as	students	and	re-

searchers,	deploying	feminist	accounts	of	engaging	with	and	

respectfully	 acknowledging	 different	 types	 and	 modes	 of	

knowledge	 production.	 Not	 less	 creative,	 some	 contribu-

tions	highlight	personal	instances	of	self-reflexivity,	empa-

thy	and	flexibility	in	research	settings	and	provide	many	in-

spiring	examples	for	how	these	can	be	turned	into	new	ways	

of	feminist	collaborative	practice.	These	intimate	examples	

of	 dealing	with	 and	 overcoming	 conundrums	 and	 disrup-

tions	during	or	after	fieldwork,	induced	by	power	asymme-

tries,	disruptive	research	encounters	or	the	need	to	reorgan-

ising	 research	due	 to	 a	 global	 pandemic,	 are	 undoubtedly	

helpful	and	encouraging.	We	hope	 they	will	provide	some	
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guidance,	inspirations	and	facilitate	new	alliances	in	and	be-

yond	these	troubling	times.	

We	are	glad	that	researchers	in	various	positions,	from	stu-

dents	to	senior	colleagues,	have	contributed	to	this	 theme	

issue	and	think	that	such	dialogue	across	status	groups	is	in-

deed	much	needed	to	develop	and	reflect	feminist	research	
in	practice.	We	clustered	the	many	beautiful	and	powerful	
contributions	in	five	distinct	but	also	interrelated	themes	of	

interest,	and	hope that readers will enjoy and benefit from the 
reflections assembled herein. Last but not least, we would like 
to express our gratitude to	all	who	contributed	to	this	issue!		
	

Sarah	Klosterkamp	&	Alexander	Vorbrugg		

	

	

	  



Feministisches	Geo-RundMail	Nr.	83	|	Sept	2020		

	4	

Content	
I:	On	the	journey	–	when	the	personal	becomes	political	in	fieldwork	__________________________________________	6	
Research	as	a	transformative	process:	Methodology,	practice	and	positionality	__________________________________	6	

Özge	Yaka	

Privileged	interlocutors,	privileged	researcher.	Reflections	on	how	(white)	privilege	travels	transnationally	10	

Viktoria	Adler	

Autoethnographie	–	ein	Versuch:	Verletzlichkeit	–	Dating-Apps	–	Antifeminismus	_____________________________	15	

Tilma*n	Treier	

Struggling	with	roles	and	positionality:	Reflections	on	field	research	in	rural	Nepal	____________________________	19	

Sarah	Speck	&	Jana	Schmid	

II:	Fieldwork	as	a	social	situation	–	dealing	with	political	and	ethical	challenges	 __________________________	24	
In	search	of	research	relations	based	on	reciprocity,	the	(im)possibilities	of	setting	up	a	collaboration	

between	the	University	and	a	marginalized	social	housing	neighborhood	in	Grenoble	(France)	 ______________	24	

Claske	Dijkema	

Reflections	on	collaborative	knowledge	production	in	the	context	of	forced	migration.	________________________	29	

Sarah	Nimführ	

Experiencing	‘white	fragility’:	Cultivating	discomfort	and	the	politics	of	representation	in	feminist	research	
practices	________________________________________________________________________________________________________________	34	

Silvia	Wojczewski	

Method(olog)ische	Reflexionen	zu	partizipativer	Fotografie	im	Senegal	_________________________________________	39	

Franziska	Marfurt	

III:	Fieldwork	in	flux	–	dealing	with	the	unforeseen	and	moments	of	refusal	________________________________	43	
Partizipative	Forschung	im	Lockdown	 ______________________________________________________________________________	43	

Shkumbin	Gashi,	Heidi	Kaspar,	Claudia	Müller,	Katharina	Pelzelmayer,	Anita	Schürch	&	Karin	van	Holten	

The	‘accidental’	and	the	‘failed':	Turning	silent/ced	moments	in	the	field	into	data	_____________________________	48	

Melike	Peterson	&	Nora	Küttel	

Researching	Agbogbloshie:	A	reflection	on	refusals	in	fieldwork	encounters	____________________________________	52	

Grace	Abena	Akese	

From	failure	to	emancipation:	the	case	for	a	feminist	research	practice	 _________________________________________	55	

Ottavia	Cima	

IV:	Fieldwork	unbounded	–	getting	creative	with	methods	_____________________________________________________	61	
Gegen	die	Unsichtbarkeit	–	Episodische	Forschungsannäherung	an	ein	(verkörpertes)	Dazwischen	_________	61	

Maja-Lee	Voigt	

Off	the	beaten	track:	The	walking	interview	as	a	novel	research	method	in	refugee	studies	___________________	66	

Rik	P.	Huizinga	

A	visual	reminder	on	positionality	and	the	limits	of	reflection.	____________________________________________________	71	

Katharina	Schmidt	

The	mLAB	–	where	geography,	art	and	media	collaborate	_________________________________________________________	72	

mLAB	Uni	Bern	



Feminist	research	practice	in	geography	

	 5	

V:	Translations	between	theory	and	practice	-	creating	spaces	of	exchange	_________________________________	73	
Feminist	research	in	practice	–	Reflections	on	a	transdisciplinary	research	seminar	on	the	topic	of	care	

farming	during	the	COVID-19	pandemic	_____________________________________________________________________________	73	

Sebastian	Funke	&	Christine	Bigler	

Positionalität	und	Reflexivität	bei	der	Erforschung	partizipativer	Stadtplanung:	Suchbewegungen	aus	einem	

transdisziplinären	Forschungsprojekt	_______________________________________________________________________________	77	

Sandra	Huning,	Hanna	Seydel	&	Christiane	Droste	

Diffraktion	als	feministische	Wissensproduktionspraxis	__________________________________________________________	81	

Madeleine	Scheerer	

Feministisches	Suburbia	oder:	Wie	misst	man	Geschlechtergerechtigkeit	im	Stadtteil?	Von	Widersprüchen,	

Ungereimtheiten	und	Unschärfen	bei	der	gendersensitiven	Planung	_____________________________________________	85	

Henriette	Bertram	

News	&	Announcements	______________________________________________________________________________________________	90	

Workshops,	Meetings	&	Conferences	_______________________________________________________________________________	91	

New	Books	&	Reviews	_________________________________________________________________________________________________	92	

Feministische	GeoRundMail	(No.	84):	Call	for	Contributions	___________________________________________________	94	

Imprint	__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________	95	
	

	 	



Feminist	research	practice	in	geography	

	 73	

V: Translations between theory and practice - creating spaces of exchange 

Feminist	 research	 in	 practice	 –	 Reflections	
on	a	 transdisciplinary	research	seminar	on	
the	topic	of	care	farming	during	the	COVID-
19	pandemic		
Sebastian	Funke	&	Christine	Bigler	(Bern,	CH)	

	

In	 the	 spring	 semester	 of	 2020,	 a	 transdisciplinary	 re-

search	seminar	was	held	at	 the	 Interdisciplinary	Centre	

for	Gender	Studies	(ICFG)	at	 the	University	of	Bern.41	A	

group	 of	 fifteen	 Master's	 students	 from	 various	 disci-

plines	(including	geography,	history,	social	anthropology	

and	sociology)	took	an	in-depth	look	at	questions	of	gen-

der	relations	and	sustainable	development	in	care	farm-

ing	in	the	Swiss	context.	In	the	German-speaking	region	in	

particular,	care	farming	refers	to	the	paid	care	of	children,	

young	people	and	adults	provided	in	an	agricultural	set-

ting.	Foster	families	offer	a	home,	meaningful	activities,	a	

daily	routine	and,	depending	on	the	needs	of	the	guests,	

special	 therapy	 and	 educational	 services.	 The	 target	

group	includes	people	with	physical	or	psychological	im-

pairments,	 drug	 addiction,	 or	 dementia	 (cf.	 Bom-

bach/Stohler/Wydler	 2015;	 Driest	 2006;	

Häberli/Amacker/Funke/Graf	 2017).	 In	 Switzerland,	

around	one	percent	of	farms	were	already	providing	care	

services	 in	 2010	 (Gairing/Wydler	 2010).	Depending	 on	

the	setting,	care	can	be	offered	to	adults	and/or	minors;	

for	example,	in	the	canton	of	Berne,	60%	of	foster	children	

are	 already	 being	 cared	 for	 by	 farming	 families	 (cf.	

Häberli/Amacker/Funke/Graf	 2017).	 According	 to	

Häberli,	 Amacker,	 Funke	 and	Graf	 (2017),	 care	 farming	

can	be	 seen	 as	 an	 interface	between	 two	 social	 areas	 –	

care	work	and	agriculture.	Both	fields	have	been	in	a	state	

of	crisis	for	some	time.	On	the	one	hand,	there	is	the	care	

crisis,	which	is	manifesting	itself	in	an	ageing	society	and	

thus	in	a	growing	demand	for	care	services	with	simulta-

neously	 rising	 costs	 (cf.	 Knobloch	 2013);	 on	 the	 other	

hand,	farms	in	Switzerland	are	exposed	to	fierce	competi-

tion	and	are	under	increasing	economic	and	social	pres-

sure	as	 it	becomes	 increasingly	difficult	 to	earn	a	 living	

from	 agricultural	 work	 (cf.	 Fluder/Contzen/Neu-

komm/Genoni	2009).	Hence,	as	farmers	look	for	opportu-

nities	to	generate	additional	income,	care	farming	repre-

sents	 an	 increasingly	 important	 diversification	 strategy	

(cf.	Hassink/Grin/Hulsink	2012).	Due	to	traditional	role	

	

41	Further	information	about	the	seminar	can	be	found	here.	

models	and	a	relatively	strict	gender-specific	division	of	

labour,	 women	 still	 bear	most	 of	 the	 responsibility	 for	

care	 farming	 services,	 and	 female	 farmers	who	provide	

care	have	 to	 cope	with	a	 variety	of	burdens	and	a	high	

workload	 (cf.	 Fankhauser/Graf/Sancar	 2014).	 Overall,	

care	farming	in	Switzerland	represents	a	very	heteroge-

neous	 field,	with	many	 actors	 and	 a	wide	 range	 of	 ser-

vices,	and	it	 is	becoming	increasingly	significant.	Never-

theless,	little	research	has	been	conducted	on	this	topic	to	

date	 (cf.	 Bombach/Stohler/Wydler	 2015;	

Häberli/Amacker/Funke/Graf	2017).	

This	short	introduction	into	the	field	of	care	faming	shows	

that	there	is	still	a	research	gap,	and	that	the	topic	has	a	

gender	dimension.	Hence,	 the	 inclusion	of	 care	 farming	

practitioners	is	needed	to	develop	knowledge	for	devel-

oping	practical	solutions.	To	address	these	requirements,	

the	 lecturers	 for	 this	 seminar	chose	 to	adopt	a	 feminist	

approach,	with	Feminist	Standpoint	Theory	as	the	theo-

retical	position	and	the	transdisciplinary	method	for	gen-

erating	research	results.	Feminist	Standpoint	Theory	as-

sumes	that	research	is	not	neutral,	but	rather	shaped	by	

the	 social	 position	 (positionality)	 of	 researchers;	 thus,	

power	relations	 influence	 the	production	of	knowledge.	

The	basic	purposes	of	Feminist	Standpoint	Theory	are	to	

make	visible	the	experiences	of	suppressed	social	groups	

and	to	analyse	power	relations	and	their	effects	(cf.	Har-

ding	2004).	This	approach	created	space	for	the	students	

to	discuss	their	own	positionality	in	relation	to	their	dis-

ciplines	and	to	the	research	topic.	Furthermore,	transdis-

ciplinary	research	is	becoming	increasingly	popular	–	es-

pecially	 with	 regard	 to	 questions	 of	 sustainability	 re-

search	–	 as	 it	promotes	 the	 involvement	of	 actors	 from	

outside	academia	in	the	research	process	in	order	to	inte-

grate	knowledge	 from	practitioners	and	 relevant	 stake-

holders	and	to	tackle	real-world-problems	central	to	the	

field	 of	 investigation.	 Ideally,	 in	 a	 transdisciplinary	 re-

search	 project,	 practitioners	 and	 relevant	 stakeholders	

will	be	involved	in	the	research	process	from	beginning	to	

end	 –	 from	 the	 development	 of	 the	 research	 question,	

through	the	data	collection	process,	joint	data	evaluation	

and	the	discussion	of	the	research	results,	 to	the	imple-

mentation	of	measures	that	contribute	to	the	solution	of	

real-world	problems	(cf.	Lang	et	al.	2012).	Thus,	a	trans-

disciplinary	approach	is	very	fruitful	from	a	feminist	per-
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spective	because	it	opens	the	dialogue	between	the	differ-

ent	 research	disciplines	and	 the	researched	persons	 (in	

this	case,	farming	families),	and	creates	space	for	reflec-

tion	on	power	relations	and	the	participants'	position	in	

the	research	process.	

In	light	of	the	time	and	space	limitations	of	the	seminar	

and	the	already	high	demands	on	the	students,	the	ideal-

typical	model	of	transdisciplinary	research	was	deviated	

from	by	including	practitioners	and	relevant	stakeholders	

in	the	process	of	developing	the	research	question	and	by	

discussing	the	results	with	them.	The	research	and	data	

evaluation	process,	on	the	other	hand,	was	left	entirely	to	

the	students.	Broadly,	 the	seminar	structure	was	as	 fol-

lows:	In	the	first	seminar	units,	the	students	received	an	

introduction	to	care	farming,	theoretical	input	on	the	di-

mensions	of	sustainability	and	Feminist	Standpoint	The-

ory,	and	familiarisation	with	the	principles	of	transdisci-

plinary	research	and	the	qualitative	methods	of	social	re-

search.	The	students	then	formed	interdisciplinary	work-

ing	groups	of	two	or	three	people;	these	groups	remained	

unchanged	throughout	the	seminar.	During	the	introduc-

tion	session,	the	positionalities	of	the	students	and	farm-

ers,	as	well	as	questions	concerning	how	to	interact	with	

the	people	 involved	were	 raised	and	discussed	 in	great	

detail.	After	the	basic	introduction,	two	consecutive	sem-

inar	sessions	were	planned	for	attendance	by	practition-

ers	–	people	who	are	or	were	active	 in	 the	 field	of	care	

farming	–	to	discuss	the	challenges	and	problems	in	the	

field.	 The	working	 groups	prepared	questions	 from	 the	

literature	 for	 these	 sessions,	 and	 the	 experts	 from	 the	

field	then	presented	their	views	on	their	everyday	work	

and	their	positions	in	the	field.	This	session	brought	to-

gether	empirical	and	practical	knowledge,	and	the	discus-

sion	was	held	under	a	gender	lens,	as	practitioners	were	

invited	to	share	their	experiences	regarding	gender	spe-

cific	 division	 of	 labour,	 traditional	 role	 models	 and	 in-

come	disparities,	for	example.	

However,	 the	 arrival	 of	 the	 COVID-19	 pandemic	 inter-

rupted	 the	 semester	 timetable;	 the	 impact	 of	 the	 pan-

demic	became	clear	after	the	first	session	with	the	practi-

tioners,	and	it	was	impossible	to	hold	further	face-to-face	

meetings.	This	meant	the	second	session	with	the	practi-

tioners	had	to	be	cancelled,	which	 immediately	affected	

the	 research	 process	 as	 fewer	 voices	 and	 perspectives	

from	the	practitioners	could	be	taken	into	account	in	find-

ing	research	questions,	therefore	the	students	had	to	rely	

on	 the	 exchanges	 from	 the	 first	 session	 to	 set	 their	 re-

search	 focus.	 Out	 of	 the	 first	 discussions,	 the	 working	

groups	developed	 their	gender-sensitive	 research	ques-

tions,	 which	 were	 aimed	 at,	 among	 other	 things,	 work	

structures,	services	provided,	gender	equality,	and	the	ex-

periences	of	host	families	in	collaborating	with	actors	in	

the	 care	 farming	 sector.	 The	 following	 sessions	 of	 the	

seminar	were	conducted	in	a	digital	classroom	via	Zoom	

software.	 The	 lecturers	 also	 facilitated	 learning	 videos,	

with	the	help	of	which	the	students	were	able	to	acquire	

the	 necessary	 knowledge	 through	 self-study	 and	 to	 re-

view	what	they	had	already	learned.	In	subsequent	meet-

ings,	the	students	developed	a	research	exposé	and	data	

collection	 instruments,	which	 they	discussed	with	 their	

lecturers.	One	of	the	main	challenges	for	the	students	was	

the	interviews	themselves,	as	only	a	few	participants	had	

previous	 experience	 in	 data	 collection.	 Due	 to	 the	 pro-

gressing	 pandemic,	 the	 interviews	 also	 had	 to	 be	 con-

ducted	digitally	instead	of	on	the	families'	farms	as	origi-

nally	 planned,	 which	 would	 have	 been	 a	 great	 oppor-

tunity	 to	 get	 to	 know	 them	personally	 and	 observe	 the	

farms.	As	not	all	host	families	had	the	technical	infrastruc-

ture	 to	 be	 interviewed	 digitally,	 some	 interviews	 were	

conducted	by	telephone	and	one	took	place	face-to-face,	

with	strict	security	measures	to	protect	the	health	of	the	

people	involved.	Ten	families	were	interviewed	in	total	–	

mainly	 female	 farmers,	 but,	 in	 two	 cases,	 the	 interview	

was	with	both	a	 female	and	male	farmer.	All	 interviews	

were	conducted	with	farming	families	who	provide	care	

services	in	addition	to	their	farming	businesses.	The	sub-

sequent	 data	 evaluation	 process	 was	 based	 on	 the	

Grounded	 Theory	method	 (for	 further	 information,	 see	

Corbin/Strauss	 2008)	 and	 supported	 by	 the	 evaluation	

software	MAXQDA.	Following	the	interviews,	data	evalu-

ation,	poster	creation	and	the	presentation	of	the	posters	

were	again	conducted	 in	 the	digital	classroom.	Unfortu-

nately,	the	final	discussion	with	the	practitioners	eventu-

ally	also	fell	victim	to	the	COVID-19	pandemic.	

Since	 the	 cancellation	 of	 the	 discussion	 round	 repre-

sented	 a	 further	 reduction	 of	 the	 transdisciplinary	 ap-

proach,	it	was	all	the	more	pleasing	that	the	exchange	be-

tween	 the	 research	 groups	 and	 the	 interview	 partners	

was	very	constructive.	Not	all	groups	were	able	to	make	

quick	contact	with	their	interview	partners,	and	the	pit-

falls	of	gaining	access	to	the	field	and	of	conducting	inter-

views	were	repeatedly	the	subject	of	joint	reflection	in	the	

seminar.	 The	 interviews	 themselves	 were	 mostly	 per-

ceived	as	dynamic	as	 the	 farmers	 reported	very	openly	

about	their	everyday	experiences.	While	some	interviews	

followed	a	strict	question-answer	pattern,	on	other	occa-

sions	discussions	about	the	state	of	research	arose	in	con-

trast	to	the	life	experiences	of	the	interviewees.	For	exam-

ple,	 these	 discussions	 confirm	 the	 findings	 of	 previous	

studies	 (cf.	 Fankhauser/Graf/Sancar	2014)	 that	women	

continue	to	take	on	by	far	the	greater	part	of	care	work,	
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and	that	this	comes	along	with	an	additional	burden.	This	

is	because	 female	 farmers	report	 that	care	 farming	ser-

vices	have	a	major	impact	on	paid	work	as	well	as	unpaid	

(care)	work.	By	offering	care	services,	the	woman's	paid	

work	is	increasingly	transferred	to	the	private	sphere	in	

order	to	combine	paid	labour	and	domestic	work.	This	re-

sults	in	additional	workload	for	women,	and	the	opening	

of	their	own	private	space	to	care	services	makes	it	more	

and	more	difficult	to	distinguish	between	paid	work	and	

private	family	life.	Nonetheless,	their	shared	experiences	

also	imply	that	there	is	a	slight	tendency	towards	a	fairer	

labour	division	between	both	genders	because	men	tend	

to	 invest	more	 time	 in	care	work	as	 they	 integrate	pre-

dominantly	 male	 clients	 into	 agricultural	 work.	 Here,	

again,	the	division	of	care	work	follows	the	traditional	dis-

tribution	 in	 terms	of	 exterior	or	 interior	 space:	 agricul-

tural	work	is	assigned	to	men,	while	the	female	sphere	is	

assigned	to	the	domestic	space.	There	are	also	changes	in	

the	demanding	care	work.	For	example,	farmers	perceive	

care	work	as	increasingly	stressful	and	challenging,	which	

is	due	on	the	one	hand	to	rising	demands	on	the	quality	of	

work	in	general,	but	also	to	the	increasingly	demanding	

clients.	In	view	of	these	challenges,	many	foster	families	

perceive	professional	skills	and	knowledge	in	care	profes-

sions	as	beneficial	for	their	care	work.	Moreover,	the	co-

operation	between	care	families	and	care	service	compa-

nies	has	improved	over	the	last	few	years.	Most	host	fam-

ilies	 who	 cooperate	 with	 these	 intermediary	 organisa-

tions	consider	the	provided	support	to	be	very	central	to	

their	work,	especially	with	regard	to	clarifying	which	care	

settings	are	suitable	for	which	clients,	and	concerning	the	

provision	of	valuable	support	in	crisis	situations.	In	this	

sense,	the	cooperation	is	perceived	as	equal	and	transpar-

ent.	Remuneration	for	family	care	services	has	also	shown	

an	upwards	trend	in	recent	years,	even	if	farmers	feel	that	

the	 pay	 is	 still	 too	 low	 considering	 the	 demanding	 and	

considerably	stressful	nature	of	the	work	involved.	Over-

all,	 the	 interviewed	foster	 families	are	 increasingly	self-

confident	and	willing	to	change	partner	organisations	 if	

they	are	not	satisfied	with	the	services	provided	and/or	

their	remuneration.42	

So,	what	are	the	potentials	and	limitations	of	such	a	pro-

ject?	 In	 accordance	 with	 the	 transdisciplinary	 research	

paradigm,	 and	 taking	 into	 account	 Feminist	 Standpoint	

Theory,	 such	 a	 project	 allows	 a	 strong	 inclusion	 of	 the	

voices	and	experiences	of	practitioners,	and	it	provides	a	

space	of	exchange	and	reflection	for	both	academics	and	

	

42	 To	 further	 illustrate	 the	 research	projects,	 one	of	 the	posters	 is	 at-
tached	to	this	article	as	example.	All	posters	have	been	accepted	for	dis-
play	at	the	4th	International	Conference	on	Women	in	Agriculture,	which	
will	take	place	at	the	University	of	Bern	in	spring	2022.	Originally,	the	

practitioners.	While	the	interviewed	farmers	did	not	con-

sider	 themselves	a	marginalized	group,	 they	very	much	

welcomed	the	rare	opportunity	to	share	their	experiences	

and	to	discuss	challenges	and	transformations	in	the	field	

of	care	farming.	In	this	sense,	they	widely	regarded	and	

appreciated	the	project	as	relevant,	even	though,	due	to	

the	 limitations	of	the	project,	 the	research	results	could	

not	be	directly	implemented	into	the	field	to	tackle	real-

world-problems.	From	a	lecturer's	point	of	view,	the	ex-

ample	of	the	care	farming	sector	is	a	good	illustration	of	

how	time-consuming	the	planning	and	implementation	of	

the	research	project	can	be	when	access	to	the	field	is	dif-

ficult:	 although	 contacts	 to	 the	 field	 already	 existed,	 it	

took	a	great	deal	of	time	to	secure	ten	families	for	inter-

views.	Access	to	the	field	was	made	even	more	difficult	by	

the	occurrence	of	the	COVID-19	pandemic,	as	not	all	 in-

terview	partners	had	the	technical	prerequisites	for	digi-

tal	interviews.	At	the	same	time,	the	physical	integrity	of	

all	participants	was	paramount,	which	meant	direct	inter-

views	could	only	be	conducted	with	 the	utmost	caution	

and	under	difficult	conditions.	Hence,	for	future	projects	

of	this	kind,	it	seems	therefore	advisable	to	choose	a	field	

of	research	in	which	access	to	the	target	group	is	guaran-

teed	and	digital	research	methods	can	be	applied	without	

difficulty.	With	 regard	 to	 the	 shared	 experiences	 of	 the	

students,	 they	made	 intensive	use	of	reflexion	offers,	as	

well	 as	 discussions	 on	 their	 position	 in	 the	 field,	 their	

power,	 and	 their	 responsibilities	 as	 researchers.	 Thus,	

overall,	most	students	considered	the	project	to	be	an	in-

structive	and	valuable	experience.	Nonetheless,	they	also	

considered	 the	workload	 to	 be	 quite	 challenging,	 espe-

cially	 those	 who	 had	 never	 done	 research	 themselves.	

Since	learning	research	methods	in	addition	to	conduct-

ing	challenging	research	already	places	great	demands	on	

the	students,	it	seems	advisable	for	a	research	seminar	to	

fall	back	on	subject	areas	that	are	already	known	to	the	

students	or	at	 least	quite	accessible	 to	 them.	Moreover,	

from	a	lecturer's	point	of	view,	a	limitation	of	the	number	

of	participants	for	a	project	of	this	kind	is	highly	recom-

mended	as	this	allowed	the	groups	to	be	offered	enhanced	

support,	even	though	the	supervision	via	online	meetings	

worked	 very	 well	 due	 to	 committed	 students	 and	 the	

manageable	number	of	groups.	All	in	all,	despite	the	un-

certainties	that	occurred,	and	in	view	of	the	fruitful	dis-

cussions	and	the	exciting	research,	it	is	fair	to	assume	that	

the	seminar	was	instructive	for	the	majority	of	the	partic-

ipants,	and	that	the	transdisciplinary	research	approach		

conference	was	scheduled	for	20-22	January	2021,	but	it	was	postponed	
due	to	the	COVID-19	pandemic.	
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and	the	inclusion	of	Feminist	Standpoint	Theory	provide	

a	rich	ground	for	exciting	and	successful	projects.	In	this	

sense,	we	would	like	to	encourage	our	readers	to	partici-

pate	in	transdisciplinary	research	projects,	as	knowledge	

of	 transdisciplinary	 approaches,	 exchange	 with	 practi-

tioners,	and	reflection	on	feminist	theory	and	methodol-

ogy	 offer	many	 valuable	 insights	 and	 perspectives	 that	

would	otherwise	be	denied	in	studies.	

	

	

Figure	1:	Students’	Poster.	A	high	resolution	version	is	available	
online.		
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