PART 1. Researching healthy urban development

Real world challenge: How can we prioritise health of people and planet in urban development?

PART 2: Operationalising “complex’ research

Research challenge: How can we better operationalise research that helps us answer that question?
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<A HEALTH AND PUBLIC
TRUUD POLICY EXPLAINER

What ‘health’ means and why that matters

Safeguarding both human health

and the natural systems that
This policy explainer is split into three sections. underpin it

1. The first section explains why it is important that that we ask what ‘health’ means;
2. The second examines three main areas of contemporary debate linked to ‘health’; and
3. The third sets out the implications of these for policy and for political responsibility.

We pay particular attention to preventative policies: those that aim to create the right conditions
in society for both a lower incidence of ill health, and better and fairer enjoyment of good health by all.

1. Why ask what health means? « Health is not a single thing: it refers to lots of very

At different times in our lives, we will think about our d.'rfferc.ant gl e L L

health and the health of those around us. If asked, we i “Our definition of planetary health is the achievement of the highest
would all agree that health matters. This is health's «  Health problems vary in how they arise: as a result . . . .

ik sk of injury, infection, genetic disorder, exposure to an attainable standard of health, wellbeing, and equity worldwide...

unhealthy environment or engagement in health-

Being in good health is also important for what it allows harming behaviours.

us to do for ourselves, our families, communities and

society. This is health’s ‘instrumental value’'. « Health problems vary in presentation: severity, stage . . . o7 .

S e L e and predicted progression. Put simply, planetary health is the health of human civilisation and
Being in poor health is intrinsically bad, and it brings + Health problems vary in how they may be . .

costs and limitations for individuals, families and society. addracnsck whether s o ey can be preventad the state of the natural systems on which it depends.”

in the first place, whether and how they might be

Given that health is so evident as a value—as treated when they arise, and at what cost.

something that matters—why do we need to ask what

health means? It is because ‘health’ is a surprisingly In the next section we highlight some of the contentious
slippery term and to achieve good health policy we need issues affecting our understanding of health. These f AT e
i el oy Coonitinan Nainaiel i i i R e e o Rockefeller Foundation-Lancet Commission (2015) report

some key writers and policy organisations who have
researched what it means to address the determinants
of (ill) health.

https://truud.ac.uk/
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. PART 1: Research Areas (;ézTOZm iI:g)search Operationalisation
(15-20 mins)
1. Why?

2. How...operationalise?
3. ...“impact’ planning? (health world)
4. ...“Impact’ planning? (food-energy-water systems)

3. Urban Development + Health
5. ...”"good” co-production?




Healthy Urban Development
2015 - 2019, 2019 - 2025

February 2024

Phase | Report

How can we prevent non-communicable disease and
health inequalities resulting from UK city property
development and transport planning systems?

Moving planetary health
PROJECT : B T shia devslopmant
RE PORT decision-making - a three-year
pilot research project

Gabriel Scally w
Public Health Associates WASHINGTON
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Climate Risk Valuation
2013-2015

Building the business case

for targeted investment in resilience planning

Summary Case Study A | Social Housing

March 2015

https://www.db-associates.co.uk/

Tackling Food Waste
2018-2021

1 | PROFLE

ZERO FOOD WASTE CITY 2049:

IDENTIFYING BARRIERS TO
TRANSITION PATHWAYS

An Urban Living Lab in the UK have tested newly integrated systems approaches and
valuation methods to understand how to reduce the city's food waste

Food waste costs the UK billions of
pounds each year and much of it is
avoidable. The challenge for the
WASTE FEW ULL research project
was to produce and test methods
for identifying inefficiencies in the
food-energy-water (FEW) nexus in
urban settings.

It used an Urban Living Laboratory
(ULL) approach, which brought
together partners from academia,
business, local government and the
third sector - each bringing unique
perspectives on the issues. One of the
four urban areas chosen for the study
was the city of Bristol in the UK, the
others being San Paulo (Brazil),
Franschhoek near Cape Town (South
Africa), and Rotterdam (Netherlands).
The ULLS were supported by experts in
macroeconomics from Norway and
knowledge exchange from the USA.

How do we make a
sustainable food city?

Bristol is the 8th largest city in the UK
with a population approaching half a
million. It has some of the wealthiest
areas outside London, but it has its
challenges nonetheless, not least:
traffic congestion, housing affordability
and significant levels of inequality. It
also has a strong track record on
environmental issues, enabling it to win
European Green Capital status in 2015,

The non-academic partners in the ULL

were; Wessex Water, a regional water
and sewage company; the Centre for
Sustainable Energy, a national charity
advising on energy; and the Bristol Food
Network, which aims to transform Bristol
into a sustainable food city. The ULL was
later expanded to include Bristol
Waste, the Council's waste processing
company, and Resource Futures, a
non-profit environmental consultancy.

Recurrent issues in food
waste reduction

Initial engagement revealed a number
of stakeholder-expert concerns: the
nutrient overload problem in water
systems and the economic recovery of
phosphate; the large amount of food
waste from the city linked to food
security issues; the energy and
carbon footprint of the digestate
produced from the anaerobic
digestors; the economic challenges of

reducing food waste; the plastic
contamination of waste streams;
sewage system blockages; and the
difficulties of recycling sewage
and wastewater.

Research methods were based on
participatory action, and focused on
workshops, macro and microeconomic
analyses, and systems approaches,
including dynamic modelling of
resource flows. These produced a
comprehensive picture of the actors
and processes within the region and
encompassed the extended food
supply chains, The group focused
initially on the challenge of
phosphorous recapture from sewage,
but through extensive discussions
agreed to shift the project focus to
residential food waste reduction

and processing (and the associated
plastic contamination).
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PART 2:

Operationalising “complex” research
(for urban + planetary health)



Why research
operationalisation?



Critical Reflections: %

Bid development > emergent team evolution TRUUD

Recruitment relatively easy...? (fun, exciting) Emergent (re-)organisation (challenging)

Group description Disciplines (newly combined) Phase | Re-structuring for Phase i

« Public health -

________________________________________________________________

» Urban planning 1A
« Policy studies 5 5
e 40-odd researchers v | WP1 i i SLEloR
C e . « Management e g g |
e 5 HE Institutions : i o s s
:  Real estate investment : g ' : B
« Multiple cost centres s ; g
. : . e Law - WP2 : : ECONN—1—| |
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. : e Environmental economics , ' : I
« National / Westminster . g § 5 Citi .
 Health economics ~ WP4 s s Lpasii L
e 100s of stakeholders Systems engineerin
e £10m research funding i 5 5
» Psychology . B s ]
 Public engagement | Coordination, Intervention
o . é Design/Eval. & Systems

Projects ‘like this’? (‘LMITs’)
Large number of researchers / stakeholders
e erme e e e e > Mission-oriented (socio-economic impact) P T :
Inter/trans-disciplinary

Co-produced/emergent



Critical Reflections:

Large teams + complexity = substantially increased communications
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Fig 4 - Black, D., Bates, G., Ayres, S. et al. Operationalising a large research programme
tackling complex urban and planetary health problems: a case study approach to critical

Credit: Robert Metcalfe of Metcalfe’s Law (1980)? reflection. Sustain Sci 18, 2373-2389 (2023). https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-023-01344-x
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Why research operationalisation?

How?
“Impact™?
Co-production?




Why research operationalisation?

(Early insights)

Full Paper @ OpenAccess (© (®

Moving Health Upstream in Urban Development: Reflections
on the Operationalization of a Transdisciplinary Case Study

Daniel Black, Gabriel Scally, Judy Orme, Alistair Hunt, Paul Pilkington 24 Roderick Lawrence, Kristie Ebi

First published: 07 August 2018 | https://doi.org/10.1002/gch2.201700103 | Citations: 32

Vol. 3 « No. 4 « April 2019

www.global-challenges.com G I O b al
Challenges

Open Access

.............’

WILEY-VCH

Special Issue: Interdisciplinary Research and Impact
Guest Edited by Rebekah Brown, Lara Werbeloff, and Rob Raven




Foundational Understandings:

‘Key team processes’...need time and support

Primary
goal

Team
type(s)

Key team
processes

Developmental

Establish a shared understanding of the
scientific or societal problem space of
interest—including what concepts fall inside
and outside its boundaries—and mission of
the group

» Network

« Working group

» Advisory group

« Emerging team

» Generate a shared mission and goals

» Develop critical awareness

» Externalize group cognition

» Develop a group environment of
psychological safety

Conceptual

Develop novel research questions or
hypotheses, a conceptual framework, and

a research design that integrate and
extend approaches from multiple
disciplines and fields

« Emerging team

« Evolving team

« Create a shared mental model

« Generate shared language

 Develop compilational transactive
memory

 Develop a team TD ethic

Implementation

Launch, conduct, and
refine the planned TD
research

« Real team

 Develop compositional,
taskwork, and teamwork

transactive memaory

« Conflict management

» Team learning

Translational

Apply research findings to advance progress
toward developing innovative solutions to

real-world problems, as appropriate to the
level of science at which the research is

conducted
« Adapted team

« New team

« Adapt the team, as needed, to address
translational opportunities

« Generate shared goals for the translational
endeavor

« Develop shared understandings of how
these goals will be pursued

i

TRUUD

JOURNAL ARTICLE
A four-phase model of transdisciplinary
team-based research: goals, team processes,
and strategies [EEEH

Kara L. Hall, PhD ™, Amanda L Vogel, PhD, MHS, Brooke A Stipelman, PhD,
Daniel Stokols, PhD, Glen Morgan, PhD, Sarah Gehlert, PhD

Translational Behavioral Medicine, Volume 2, Issue 4, December 2012, Pages
415-430, https://doi.org/10.1007/s13142-012-0167-y
Published: 25 October 2012

BEHAVIORAL
MEDICINE

rrrrrrrrrrrr

llllllllllllllllll

Management/admin support
needed:

Governance expertise
Management expertise
Communications
Graphic design / data
visualisation

And all need time (i.e. funding)




Early insights

Black, D., Scally, G., Orme, J., Hunt, A., Pilkington, P., Lawrence, R., and Ebi, K. (2018) Moving Health
Upstream in Urban Development: Reflections on the Operationalisation of a Trans-disciplinary
Case Study. Global Challenges, Wiley. https://doi.org/10.1002/gch2.201700103

Wider Research Team

f"“"““""“"“"““““""“""""""""'""““""""""“"‘""'""““"'“"“‘“"“'""""""'"'“‘"‘"‘"""‘"'"""““““"“""““‘1

Advisors

Core Research Team

T —"
o

Real Estate Agency

Real Estate Development
Volume House-building
Local Government

¢ Trans-disciplinarity
¢ Climate Change & Health

e Other
v
- 1 b
Academic World Impacts Interface Real World
University 1 (Contract Holder) Independent Researcher 1* (Co-Pl)
e Public Health (Co-PI)* e Civil Service / NHS Case Study Partners
¢ Project Management e Public Health
¢ Public Engagement * Policy <« | »|* District Council
Independent Researcher 2* * Volume House-builder
University 2 * Urban planning/design » Real Estate Developer
e Economics* * Assessment methods e Development Corporation
e Commercial development » Regeneration Company
Advisors (x 2) e« Government Land Agency
* City Region (observer partner)

*Steering Group

Recommendations:

’
2) role of knowledge brokers

)
)
3) generalists vs specialists
4) reflective practice

upstream vs midstream

Wider advisory group
(e.g. conference delegates)

5) new ways of working
6) resource requirements for TD
7) shared leadership

Four-Phase Model of Transdisciplinary Research

Development J

-

Conceptualization
Implementation

Hall KL, Vogel AL, Stipelman B, Stokols D, Morgan G, Gehlert S. A Four-Phase Model of
Transdisciplinary Team-Based Research: Goals, Team Processes, and Strategies. Transl Behav Med.

2012 Dec 1;2(4):415-430. doi: 10.1007/s13142-012-0167-y

J
’


https://doi.org/10.1002/gch2.201700103

Black, D., Scally, G., Orme, J., Hunt, A., Pilkington, P., Lawrence, R., and Ebi, K. (2018) Moving Health Upstream in Urban Development: Reflections on the
Operationalisation of a Trans-disciplinary Case Study. Global Challenges, Wiley. https://doi.org/10.1002/gch2.201700103

Early insights

IDEALISED VERSION

ACTUAL VERSION?

(Mis-guided) pathways to impact
In urban development research

Pathways to Impact: Stakeholder Roles

Challenges, problems, contexts

Translation
Innovation

RCUK | Development

Research : Action & Impac{

<
Q
S S
g
&

UK Academics

UK Stakeholders (Govt., Charities, Business)

International Stakeholders
(Universities, Charities, UN, NGO, Overseas Governments)

Replicated RCUK slide

Global (urban)

(Poor understanding of) Challenges
challenges, problems, contexts

(Lost in) translation?
(Mis-directed) innovation?

Development
eUn Action &
Research
Impact
\

Plenty of evidence being produced,
but solutions not well informed or
effectively targeted at global social/
environmental/health challenges

Revision of RCUK Global Challenges Research Fund slide to illustrate impact challenge for urban planning
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ORIGINAL ARTICLE )

Operationalising a large research programme tackling complex urban
and planetary health problems: a case study approach to critical
reflection

Daniel Black' - Geoff Bates?(" . Sarah Ayres® - Krista Bondy" - Rosalie Callway' - Neil Carhart® - John Coggon® -
Andy Gibson’ - Alistair Hunt® . Ges Rosenberg’

Recelved: 8 August 2022 / Accepted: 8 May 2023 / Published online: 28 June 2023
© The Author(s) 2023
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Learnings - major programme

UNDERSTANDINGS

FOUNDATIONAL

1. Systems, Unknowns, and Imperfection
2. ID/TD Understandings

3. Context and Stakeholder Knowledge
4. ldentifying and responding to values

5. Societal Impact

UNDERSTANDINGS

OPERATIONAL

1. Project Understandings and Direction
2. Team Cohesion

3. Communications

4. Decision-making

5. Methods Development

Black, D., Bates, G., Ayres, S. et al. Operationalising a large research programme tackling
complex urban and planetary health problems: a case study approach to critical
reflection. Sustain Sci 18, 2373-2389 (2023). https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-023-01344-x
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Learning Collect
by doing evidence first

Opportunism &
pragmatism

Epistemologically

open

Led by
real world events

High risk appetite

Loosely bounded,
messy, complexity

Comprehensiveness
& security of position

Epistemologically
sound

Led by
academic process

Risk averse

Tightly bounded
certainty

Different researchers & disciplines
work in different ways...

Example Researcher 1 Preferences

¢ Learningby doing
e Prioritising opportunism &

pragmatism
. e Epistemologically open

¢ Realworld events

* Messy

Example Researcher 2 Preferences

e Evidence first
®  Prioritising

comprehensiveness &
- security of position
e Epistemologically sound

* Academic process

e (Certain




research

evaluation

How do we define and plan for “impact”?
(Public Health)

How societal impact is understood and approached
across a newly formed community of researchers
with an ambitious ‘health of the public’ agenda.

Martin J, Black D, Coggon J (2024)

Research Evaluation. Oxford Academic.
[Accepted with minor revisions]

OXFORD

UNIVERSITY PRESS Omlise ISSN: 1471 5449




Impact understandings and approaches

across the UK Prevention Research Community of Practice

1.  Global challenges > increasing requirement for positive
“societal impacts”

2.  “New approaches” needed: systems, ID/TD, upstream, co-
production
3.  UKPRP agenda emphatically outcome-oriented - innovative

for three reasons:
1. Long-term time horizon

2. Embracing complexity (disregard for singular, linear
causal pathways)

3. Inter- and transdisciplinary research and with
disciplines not, historically, ‘core’ to (public) health
research

4. Also: meaningful collaboration & co-production with non-
academic partners

Yet, knowledge and experience of new approaches
marginal

Collaborative research across radically-varying disciplines
- inevitable challenges

In particular general contestation over meaning of
“Impact”

Compounded by REF
1. Narrowed, technical definition — not comprehensive

2. Varying interpretations across different units of
assessment

Profound implications for how research will be
undertaken and evaluation

Martin J, Black D, Coggon J (2024) How societal impact is understood and approached across a newly formed community of researchers with an ambitious ‘health of the public’ agenda. Research Evaluation. Oxford Academic.

[Accepted with minor revisions]



Foundational understandings:

Issues of complexity and societal challenge

Bammer G (2013) Disciplining
Interdisciplinarity: Integration
and Implementation Sciences for
Researching Complex Real-World
Problems. ANU Press.

“despite its promise and many excellent
individual examples, most interdisciplinary
research remains at the academic margins,
largely because understanding about such
investigations is fragmented”

(Bammer G, 2013)

- ® e

e bt S o GI b I Brown et al (2019) Interdisciplinary
0 a Research and Impact. Wiley. Global

Cha"enges Challenges.

» = — Black et al (2019) Moving Health
o= Upstream in Urban Development:
Reflections on the
Operationalization of a
Transdisciplinary Case Study.
Wiley. Global Challenges.

. .. . Disciplining
'{)
so far there is only limited understanding of litardlc<inlinatty

the enabling conditions, challenges, lessons, B B T T
and tools for inter-disciplinary research...

...increasing our understanding of how to
effectively design and deliver interdisciplinary
research is crucial...”

e @ wn Tt e e Waw e et

(Brown R, 2019) ——————

Feasibility

“not constrained by an unduly limited set of
perspectives and approaches (and which
should include) methods and perspectives

Core elements

. . . . « ® Consider con
where experience is still quite limited” Consider context
* Develop, refine, and (re)test programme theory Skivington et al (2021) A new
. -
(Sk’Vlngton et GI, 2022) * Engage stakeholders framework for developing and

® |dentify key uncertainties evaluating complex interventions:

° i i update of Medical Research Council
~ Retine In.terven?lon : guidance. Research Methods and

Economic considerations Reporting. BMJ.

!

Implementation



Impact understandings and approaches
across the UK Prevention Research Community of Practice

“The way in which we define impact

just is all over the place”

(Strategic lead)

“its a large team, it’s a large grant, lots of different workstreams...
part of the challenge is ensuring that all of the work and activity ...

is aligned towards our overarching impact goals...”

(Senior academic lead)

Martin J, Black D, Coggon J (2024) How societal impact is understood and approached across a newly formed community of
researchers with an ambitious ‘health of the public’ agenda. Research Evaluation. Oxford Academic. [Accepted with minor revisions]

“we did try to have a different Theory of
Change for each work package at one point

and then that just became impossible”

(Dedicated impact personnel)

“Trying to map out all those different potential impacts...
the complexity is just so vast...wondering just how robust

and realistic that type of impact measurement can ever be”

(Professional service manager-administrator)



Impact understandings and approaches

across the UK Prevention Research Community of Practice

Categories

Reed (2016)

Instrumental:
e.g., actual changes in policy or practice

Impact definitions
stated by participants

Changes to policy documents
Changes in financial expenditure

Conceptual:
e.g., broad new understanding/ awareness-raising

Communications (bulletins) and media outputs

Improved access to evidence

Changes to public discourse

Submitting evidence to Parliamentary Committee hearings

Shifting the way people think

Capacity-building:
e.g., training of students or professionals, CPD

The development of knowledge and skills

Number of PhDs

Empowerment of communities

Academic career advancement and research expansion

Attitudinal or cultural:
e.g., increased willingness to engage in new collaborations

Trust and credibility
Local leaders “understanding and engaging” in the research

Enduring connectivity:
e.g., follow-on interactions such as joint proposals

The securing of ongoing research funding

Martin J, Black D, Coggon J (2024) How societal impact is understood and approached across a newly formed community of
researchers with an ambitious ‘health of the public’ agenda. Research Evaluation. Oxford Academic. [Accepted with minor revisions]




Impact understandings and approaches

across the UK Prevention Research Community of Practice

Themes from analysis

1. Defining impact

2. Programme theory & pathways to impact

3. Stakeholder analysis, engagement & co-production
4. Measuring and reporting impact

5. Challenges, structural barriers and lessons learned

6. Funder influence

Martin J, Black D, Coggon J (2024) How societal impact is understood
and approached across a newly formed community of researchers
with an ambitious ‘health of the public’ agenda. Research Evaluation.
Oxford Academic. [Accepted with minor revisions]

> Implications for research

1.

Language, shared understanding and missions

Effective co-production and validating theories of change

Training 1n new approaches to research design

Development of new approaches to evaluation

Properly resourced transdisciplinarity and co-production

Support for this new research agenda
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Black, D.; Charlesworth, S.; Dal Poz, M.E.; Francisco, E.C.; Paytan, A.; Roderick, Il.; von Wirth, T.; Winter, K. Comparing Societal Impact Planning and

COm pari ng im paCt plan n i ng aC rOSS Evaluation Approaches across Four Urban Living Labs (in Food-Energy-Water Systems). Sustainability 2023, 15, 5387. https://doi.org/10.3390/su15065387
Four Urban Living Labs (ULLSs)

ULL: Main Components

Main Geographic Focal Point Main Aim / Vision / Rationale / Motivation

ULL Boundary Key strategies

Wider Population (City/Region) Potential for change - types SRS I ——
Main theme/domain Embedding, Scaling, Translating Wessex Water  Bristol Waste it st
Types (strategic, civic, grassroots/organic) Academic Methodologies

Funding scheme Main deliverables

Convening Funders Main outcomes sought

National Funders Theory of change - explicit in proposal?

Budget (EUR) Types of top-level impact sought

Duration Evidence produced

Research Leads Theory of change - validated by partners?

Associate Researchers

Role of municipalities Purpose of evaluation and main question(s)

Commercial partners Summative, formative or interactive Kevin Winter

Other funded partners Data requirements Urban Water

Other main partners (actively involved) Methods (interviews, surveys, observations) ranegemen

Wider stakeholder groups Timeframes

Citizen Engagement Ethics

Core Resource

Additional Resource g

: (:,) SP in Natura Lab area of action
States Borders

Change processes
Sustainable innovations
Societal challenges
Granularity of impact

Bl S3o Paulo City Metropolitan Area Ester Dal Poz
Innovation
Policy

B Atlantic Rainforest

I Riversand Dams

B  Intensive Agricultural Areas

Sue Charlesworth Daniel Black Adina Paytan
db+a Biochemistry &

Principal 4
Communications

Investigator

Tt | LIS
Timo von Wirth ' _,Fl;b-’ﬁ;
Sustainability -

& Innovation
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Comparing impact planning across
Four Urban Living Labs (ULLSs)

Reed (2016) [8] UKRI (2020) [1] Stryer et al. (1999) [10]
: : . Hierarchy of
Categories Examples Impacts Academic/Societal Research Impact
Instrumental “Actual” changes in policy or practice Societal Policies/Practice
Conceptual Broad new understanding /awareness-raising Academic/societal N/A
Capacity-building Training of students or professionals, CPD Academic/societal Further Research

Increased willingness in general to engage in

Attitudinal or cultural . Academic/societal Further Research
new collaborations
s Willingness to change (e.g., agriculture . .
Attitudinal or cultural BiEetices/ duinkingof Sating habit) Academic/societal Further Research
Enduring connectivity SOLOW-0IL INSTACH OTIEI g5 0L PIOPOAL o) Academic Further Research

reciprocal visits, workshops, relationships)

M. Reed, Research Impact Handbook, Fast Track Impact, United Kingdom 2016, http://www.fasttrackimpact.com/research-impact-book.

Stryer, D.; Tunis, S.; Hubbard, H.; Clancy, C. The Outcomes of Outcomes and Effectiveness Research: Impacts and Lessons from the First Decade. Health Services Research 2000, 35 Pt 1, 977-993.

Black, D.; Charlesworth, S.; Dal Poz, M.E.; Francisco, E.C.; Paytan, A.; Roderick, |.; von Wirth, T.; Winter, K. Comparing Societal
Impact Planning and Evaluation Approaches across Four Urban Living Labs (in Food-Energy-Water
Systems). Sustainability 2023, 15, 5387. https://doi.org/10.3390/su15065387

Instrumental

« WASTE FEW ULL contributed “most definitely”
(BFN) to Bristol winning Going for Gold

- Bristol Waste using non-market valuation in its
campaign (2022)

Conceptual

« The macro-economic/scenario model “helps shape
directions of solutions...walk you through that
complexity” (RF)

- It is “fascinating...makes you think about things
differently...needs a bigger conversation’ (Bristol
Waste)

- “very helpful for us taking a look at the One City
Plan goals” (BFN)

Attitudinal or cultural* (research)

- “Very useful in bringing key actors together,
wouldn’t have happened otherwise...empowering
with key people on the Food Waste Action Group”
(BFN)

-« “The project forged close ties among the ULL
participants...plans and initiatives involving the
FEW nexus will be smoother and more likely to
succeed.” (TSI)

Enduring connectivity

Presentation scheduled with the Food Waste Action
Group, with potential for follow on meetings with
Bristol CC at Cabinet level and the One City Team.
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What about co-production...
...In the context of planetary health?
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What is “good” co-production in the context
of planetary health research, and how is it
enabled?

Daniel Black ®°! & & Geoff Bates © !, Andy Gibson ¢, Kathy Pain ¢, Ges Rosenberg , Jo White ¢

Special issue

Exploring ‘Planetary Health’ in the Context of Earth System

Governance
- <




“Good” co-production in
planetary health research?

*New approaches

1. Were approaches to working across disciplines and sectors, with key stakeholders
(those affecting as well as those affected), effective?

Six headline themes from the literature 2. Were funders and other influential leaders on side?

3. Were learnings being captured through effective reflection, evaluation and post hoc

1. Clarity of mission analysis?

2. Language 4. How were power dynamics identified and power shared appropriately?
3. Co-production for societal impact 5. Were programme theory, theory of change and research design strategies
4. Co-production in complex contexts developed iteratively and with the appropriate stakeholders?

5. New approaches: optimising co—production* > 6. Was there scope for change following new information/strategy?

6. Limits of involvement 7. Were individual values identified and accommodated?

8. Were all the various components brought together to the satisfaction of those

designing the co-produced research?

AN ! FUTURES
el i Futures
EVIER Volume 142, September 2022, 102959 -

9. Were systems approaches employed and to what extent?

s co-production a ‘good’ concept? Three 10. What approach to (research) team working has been employed and was it

?
responses successful:

Catherine Durose @ 1&2 | Beth Perry ® 28 | Liz Richardson €3 & &

Black D, Bates G, Gibson A, Pain K, Rosenberg G, White J (2024) What is “good” co-production in the context of planetary health research? Earth Systems Governance Journal. Special Issue: Exploring 'Planetary Health' in the Context of
Earth Systems Governance. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esg.2024.100229
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“Good” co-production in
planetary health research?

Suggested principles of
‘ecood’ co-production

Five main
decision points

Black D, Bates G, Gibson A, Pain K, Rosenberg G, White J (2024) What is “good” co-production in the context of planetary health research? Earth Systems
Governance Journal. Special Issue: Exploring 'Planetary Health' in the Context of Earth Systems Governance. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esg.2024.100229

1. Broad contextual awareness
2. Validated mission-orientation
3. Smart, flexible resourcing

4. Power is balanced

KEY INITIAL PROOF OF RESOURCING &

DECISION CONCEPT & CONCEPT & MANAGEMENT

POINTS VISION SETTING REVIEW STRUCTURE
Preliminary Projects / Pilot

MAIN Major Project

PHASES Development Phase

) 0

5. Core values are made explicit
6. Shared language
7. Make space for innovation

8. Transdisciplinary working knowledge

CLARITY OF MISSION REVIEW
MISSION, & RESOURCE RE-
EXPECTATIONS, ALLOCATION
TEAM CULTURE

Major Project
Phase 2

Intervention Area 1

Intervention Area 2

Major Project
Phase 1

Intervention Area 3
Intervention Area 4
Intervention Area 5
Intervention Area 6

Intervention Area 7

10 years
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How do we know we have How do we know what’s changed
the right people involved? as a result of this work?
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