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Co-creating entrepreneurial pathways with refugees: Conceptual insights from the
New American Dream Lab, an entrepreneurial platform 

Ujal Ibrahim 

Assistant Professor, MBA Program, University Canada West (UCW), Vancouver, Canada 

This developmental conceptual paper examines the value of co-creation as an ethical, participant-centred approach to
migration research and practice through reflections on the New American Dream Lab (NADL), an entrepreneurial platform
established in Salt Lake City, Utah. Responding to critiques that migration research often produces knowledge about migrants
rather than with them, the paper explores how co-creation can support more inclusive, collaborative, and context-responsive
forms of knowledge production by positioning migrants as active contributors rather than research subjects.

Research topic and aim:
The paper aims to explore how co-creation can be operationalised in migration-related research and practice through multi-
stakeholder collaboration. Using NADL as an illustrative platform, it asks how collaborative design, shared agenda-setting, and
reciprocal engagement among migrants, civil society organisations, universities, financial institutions, and local authorities can
generate ethically robust and socially meaningful knowledge in contexts of refugee resettlement.

Conceptual framework:
The analysis is informed by co-creation as a conceptual and analytical framework, drawing on participatory migration
research and social innovation scholarship. Co-creation is understood here as a relational and practice-oriented approach to
collaborative knowledge production that seeks to minimise power asymmetries, recognise multiple forms of knowledge, and
prioritise ethical reflexivity. This framing is further informed by the author’s prior engagement with the Nobin Udyokta (New
Entrepreneurs) initiative led by Nobel Laureate Professor Muhammad Yunus in Bangladesh, which supported the children of
Grameen Bank borrowers to become entrepreneurs, and adapts these principles to refugee entrepreneurship in a resettlement
context.

Methodology/research design:
This paper adopts a conceptual, practice-informed research design guided by co-creation as a research orientation. It
analytically reflects on the design, governance, and implementation of NADL as an illustrative platform. The analysis
synthesises relevant literature with reflective insights from the author’s leadership of NADL, focusing on institutional design
choices, stakeholder relationships, and mechanisms of collaboration that enable or constrain co-creative engagement.

Expected contributions:
The paper argues that co-creation, when intentionally designed, can enhance ethical migration research by foregrounding
migrant agency, challenging deficit-based narratives, and strengthening connections between migrant communities and local
economic ecosystems. It also identifies key challenges associated with co-creation, including time constraints, differing
stakeholder priorities, and institutional expectations, and highlights practical strategies for navigating these tensions.

Relevance to Nordic Migration Research:
By offering conceptual insights grounded in collaborative practice, this paper contributes to Nordic Migration Research by
illustrating how co-creation can support community engagement, social justice, and inclusive knowledge production in
migration contexts. The analysis provides transferable lessons for researchers, policymakers, and civil society actors working
within Nordic welfare and integration systems.

 



Child refugee researchers want younger participants and more participatory research
support 

Mikael Hagström 

Karlstad universitet, Institutionen för sociala och psykologiska studier, Centrum för forskning
om barns och ungas psykiska hälsa och uppväxtvillkor (CBU) 

Research Topic/aim: This presentation is about Swedish researcher’s perspective of the ethical review process (through the
Ethics Review Agency [ERA]) in relation to including younger participants and participatory research in research with refugee
children.

Introduction: Research with children regarding sensitive subjects, like having experienced child abuse and neglect, might be
difficult to get approved by ethical review agencies (Fisher et al., 2013; Sikes & Piper, 2010). Childress & Thomas (2018)
argue that research participants that have multiple vulnerabilities sometimes leads to rejections even if the research is ethically
sound. A survey study performed with ethics review committees in Australia (Powell et al., 2018; Taplin et al., 2022) shows
that research on sensitive subjects that involve children are less likely to be approved. In contrast, research on argumentations
used in ethical review applications for research with refugee children in Sweden, show that theses applications are approved
(Hagström, submitted). Although, this does not show if there are limitations made in the design stage by the researchers to
increase chances of approval from ERA. Neither do we know if conditions requested by the ERA affect the research in a
positive or negative manner.

To properly reflect the population, the age of the children participating should reflect the population. This is not always the
case. During the period of 2020-2021, 78% of the children seeking asylum in Sweden was age 12 or younger
(Migrationsverket 2020, 2021) while research with refugee children during 2019-2021, 80 % consisted of age 12 or older
(Hagström, submitted). Partial explanation might be the age of own consent being 15, but what of the rest?

Participatory research, where children are active co-/researchers in different degrees, is considered by many to be the logical
ethical extension of Article 12.1 of UNCRC - a child’s right to be heard in “in all matters affecting the child”. Although
ethically relevant, researchers searching for support for doing things correctly by applying to ERA for ethical review gets
their applications denied, not because its unethical, but because it is not covered by the law (SFS 2003:460).

Methodology/research design: Semi-structured interview with Swedish researchers performing research with refugee
children (n=14). Transcripts analyzed with Reflexive Thematic Analysis (Barun & Clarke, 2022). The questions of the
interviews concern the time before, during and after the process of ethical review through the Ethics Review Agency.

Expected results/findings: The tentative findings indicate that the researcher wishes to be able to include younger
populations in their studies to better represent the population as well as the possibility for some kind of ethical support when
performing participatory research with refugee children.

Relevance for NMR: Research with refugee children is crucial for determining which interventions are needed and helpful,
as well as for basis for policymaking and politics. But if researchers or the EPM is affected by biases or misconceptions due
to lack of open communication between researchers and agency, how does that affect the research we base our decisions
on?



Whose Public Space? Participatory Placemaking in Suburban Stockholm  

Oldouz  Nejadi 

Södertörn University, Department of Environment, Development, and Sustainability Studies 

Whose Public Space? Participatory Placemaking in Suburban Stockholm

Growing concerns with safety and security in Sweden’s national policy discourse have raised questions about how urban
design is expected to produce spaces that are inclusive, lively, and safe (Iqbal, 2021). This presentation draws on our
experiences with using participatory methods in urban design, including an ongoing “place-activation” project in
Botkyrka municipality, Stockholm, in a neighbourhood with residents from diverse ethnic backgrounds. We explore the
possibilities and constraints of collaborating with local actors to design one of the public spaces designated in policy discourse
as “open drug scenes” (Samverkan Stockholmsregionen, 2025). We ask how participatory methods might open up public-
space planning by centering the situated, co-produced experiences, uses, and aspirations of marginalized residents. We
suggest that this perspective challenges expert-driven planning by recognizing everyday practices and lived experiences as
active forces that shape the public space. Therefore, through this work, we explore participatory methods that seek to involve
those who live in the area and use the public space not only in identifying spatial challenges, but more importantly, in
designing future uses of public space. In doing so, the presentation reflects on the possibilities and limits of co-creative
planning in stigmatized urban contexts and considers how such practices may engage multiple uses for the residents to
collectively imagine and shape their future spaces.  

Carried out by three researchers in environmental studies and media technology, the project revisits the placemaking approach
to highlight the role of participatory methods in addressing the timely issue of safety and security in Sweden’s suburban
public spaces, while also speaking to broader discussions on segregation, migration, and the governance of public spaces in
contemporary Nordic urban contexts. 

 

Iqbal, A. (2021). Inclusive, safe and resilient public spaces: Gateway to sustainable cities?. In Urban Transition-Perspectives
on Urban Systems and Environments. IntechOpen.  

Samverkan Stockholmsregionen. 2025. Öppna drogscener: Kartläggning och uppföljning i Stockholms län 2024.
Stockholm: Länsstyrelsen i Stockholms län. 



Communities as Co-Researchers: Participatory Knowledge Production and Policy
Co-creation to Address Distressed Migration in Mountain Regions of the Global
South 

Rajesh Not Applicable 

Indian Institute of Technology Delhi 

Communities as Co-Researchers: Participatory Knowledge Production and Policy Co-creation to Address Distressed
Migration in Mountain Regions

Migration research is frequently done by producing knowledge about communities rather than through creating knowledge
collaboratively with communities. This article outlines how using co-creation as a methodological and epistemological method
can address these issues within migration research through a case study in Jaunsar-Bawar, Uttarakhand, India that utilized the
participatory action research (PAR) methodology to examine distressed migration.

This research has two areas of concern that are interconnected: one, the problems created by migration-related policy
interventions that do not consider community knowledge, and two, the methodological issues of research methods that
marginalize the lived experience in the process of creating knowledge. The theoretical framework for this research draws
from literature surrounding participatory and co-creative research (Fiorito, 2024; Larruina & Ghorashi, 2020) and the
capabilities-framework approach, (de Haas, 2021) to argue that migration decisions are not simply voluntary or forced but
rather are constrained choices due to structural factors.

From a methodological perspective, the research was accomplished with a three-phase PAR approach, whereby 12
community members were trained to be co-researchers and collectively defined the research questions, developed a 197-
question survey using mixed methods, collected household-level data among four sub-regions and collectively analyzed the
data. Through the Action-Enable-Outcome analysis, 42 case-specific recommendations have been made for infrastructure,
agriculture, livelihoods, governance and environmental management. The process concluded with a multiple stakeholder
round table that included representatives from the community, government and civil society organisations

The study reveals how four interlinked factors lead to distress associated with migration. These elements include economic
aspects of infrastructure and livelihoods; sociocultural components relating to aspirations; government structures that
contribute to exclusion from decision-making as well as challenges with implementation; and environmental concerns such as
vulnerability to issues such as climate change.

The co-creation process produced some forms of knowledge which were not captured through traditional research, such as
indigenous water management practices and a more localised understanding of the reasons behind challenges to implement
policies.

These results illustrate how co-creation not only provides a more contextually-relevant methodology for generating data, but
also generates more actionable and community-supported policy results.

Through building on a Southern perspective, this research contributes to Nordic migration research by providing an
alternative to dominant top-down (expert-driven) approaches to generating knowledge and providing evidence for the value of
collaboration among multiple stakeholders involved in migration governance.

Additionally, since Nordic contexts have increasingly adopted participatory approaches and adopted an inclusive policy-
making process, the findings of this research can also be applied in those contexts to inform best practice in implementing
co-created research, as well as improving the ethics and effectiveness of designing both migration policies and regulations.

By viewing communities as co-researchers instead of simply "subjects," the author contends that co-creation is more than
just an option within a methodology; rather, it serves as an essential prerequisite for achieving equitable and meaningful
migration knowledge.
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