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This inventory was prepared as part of the ‘Policy Threads’ project initiated in the summer of 2009 as part of the Social Economy and Sustainability (SES) Research Network. The intent of the project was to pull together the policy-relevant findings of the research conducted across the subnodes. A graduate student was hired to complete an inventory of policy-related work “with the aim of pulling-out, summarizing and thematically organizing/analyzing the policy findings, implications or recommendations found in these projects.” The methodology included a documentary analysis of all projects based on project proposals, reports and papers. Phone interviews were also conducted with some project researchers and subnode coordinators to clarify the policy issues and implications and to invite further elaboration. This inventory summarizes the policy aspects of each project. In addition to this inventory, the project produced an integrated report of themes and findings across projects, a bibliography and a searchable database (see Appendix).
Document Guide

We attempted to balance comparability and specificity in this guide, to make it broad enough to facilitate inter-project comparisons without sacrificing too much intra-project specificity.  To facilitate this, we have strategically codified projects broadly nearer the top of the page, and more specifically near the bottom. Thus, ‘project identifiers’ are as broad as usefully possible, including the broad focus, with ‘Type of Policy Engagement’ being somewhat less broad, ‘policy issue’ as more specific, and ‘policy thread’ as a project-specific synopsis. As this document focuses on policy, the codification is in terms of factors related to policy, which may differ from how the project is described in other documents. For example, if it is a social economy mapping project, we have opted to code the policy relationships of the social economy organizations (SEOs) studied, not whether the research project is itself, for example, delivering services, mobilising, or is funded by a particular level of government. 

Project Identifiers (Key Words)

Province: May include one province, a group of provinces, or all provinces in Atlantic Canada.

Sector: This describes the broad industry group with which the organization is primarily engaged. A more integrative label is used if a standard economic classification does not apply (for example, food security, watershed).
Type: This describes the organizational context of the social economy group(s) studied if it is a collaboration with a specific organisation or focuses on one type of organization. We have used ‘social enterprise’ to identify organisations selling goods or services on the market. ‘Community organisation’ has been used for specific groups not participating in the market but serving particular communities of interest. While co-operatives most often are categorized as a form of social enterprise, if the co-op does not engage in market activities it is labelled a ‘community organisation’ (see project 2.2 for example). We have used the term ‘umbrella’ to denote a canopy of groups or activities. The ‘umbrella’ category is further qualified as ‘group’ (such as Co-op Atlantic), ‘research’ or ‘initiative’. ‘Initiative’ refers to an attempt to establish a new entity among two or more individual organisations. Although all SESRN projects have a research component, we have mostly used ‘umbrella research’ to identify projects without a focus on a particular type of organization/partner; these are typically social economy mapping research projects (see project 1.6 for example). 

Broad Focus: This refers to the general type of change the SEOs involved in the project are trying to implement in wider society, or the broad focus of an overview project. 

Type of Policy Engagement 
Inclusion: Attempting to influence policy in the interests, on behalf of, a group marginalized in the policy process

Mobilization: Organizing people/groups around a particular interest, or particular policy issue; our entries tend to be actor-centric, that is based on identifying the group that was mobilized rather than the means. 
Advocacy: Working on behalf of either (marginalised) groups or the SE itself to influence policy

Delivery: Providing services that implement government policies, or identifying and initiating new services that need to be provided (filling gaps). 

Internal/Governance: Analyzing policies and practices internal to SEOs that affect their success. 
Note: Inclusion is listed under both ‘Broad Focus’ and ‘Type of Policy Engagement’ because we found that it may at times not be the broad focus of the project and/or SEO but may be part of the process of engaging in policy. 

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: Main policy area or issue of concern
Delivery Issue: Challenges found in the delivery of services

Policy Process/Construction Issue: Challenges interacting with policy makers or influencing policy

Funding: This refers to whether or not the organisation receives, or has recently received, government funding independent from the SESRN. 

Note: We have attempted to provide a link to each paper, report or presentation that best represents the respective project. However, many papers and presentations are only available online from the http://voluntarygateway.ca/ to which access requires registration; where possible, key titles are provided so members can access these. Most of the papers references here, however, are part of the Social Economy and Sustainability (SES) Research Network’s Working Paper Series and can be found at http://www.msvu.ca/socialeconomyatlantic/English/documentsE.asp
List of Entries Used:
Province: Atlantic (all); New Brunswick; Newfoundland and Labrador; Nova Scotia; Prince Edward Island; Ontario; Quebec

Sector: various; watershed; fisheries; other rural sectors; elder care; agriculture; aquaculture; ethnobotony; labour; youth services; health; legal and social services; food security
Type: social enterprise (co-operative; credit union; indigenous microenterprise; small farmers); umbrella group (network; association); umbrella research; umbrella initiative; community organization (advocacy; co-operative; voluntary)
Broad Focus: sustainable environment (resource scarcity; organic and local farming; watershed management; forestry; climate change); sustainable community (livelihoods; violence; traditional medicines; rural-urban linkages; immigration; food security; traditional culture; education); inclusion (youth; mothers in workforce; women; community; indigenous community; immigrants; adults with learning disabilities; internationally educated health professionals; female victims of domestic violence; immigrant entrepreneurs; child victims of sexual abuse; organic farmers; low income mothers; rural communities; producer organization); government policy; mapping

Type of Policy Engagement
	Inclusion
	Mobilization
	Advocacy
	Delivery
	Internal/Governance

	social enterprises; rural communities; elderly; 
mothers in workforce; community;
youth; 
mothers ineligible for maternity benefits; women; 
immigrants; 
low income mothers;
farmers
	rural communities; mothers; 
organic farmers; community; Chinese islanders; immigrants; newcomers;
farmers; various
	value of SE; 
role of SEO;  
rural communities; policies consistent with citizen priorities;  improvements to maternity/parental benefits; 
	watershed management; 
elder care; child care; youth programming; 
cultural education; education to newcomer youth; education on child sexual abuse;
subsidized food box;
primary education
	networking; 
participation; 
social entrepreneurship; co-operative management; women’s participation; international networking; organisational model; organisational/generational survival; 
SE role in food security; directing SE action; 
capacity building; worker-producer co-operative; accounting models; performance indicators; 
leadership


Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: economic policy; movement from not-for-profit to social enterprise; policies in support of rural communities; watershed management; government engagement with SE; policy framework; government services to SEO; funding - core vs. project; changing governing funding priorities; need for childcare services;

community planning; youth services; maternity/parental benefits; assignment of fishing rights; allocation of scarce resources; indigenous community economic development; indigenous youth; farming co-operatives; organic foodstuffs; food systems; immigration services; secondary and post secondary education; health care credentials for newcomers; legal services for women; domestic violence victim services; sexual abuse education for community leaders; domestic fair trade; low income child services; community food security; food sustainability; school gardens; assignment of forestry contracts; aquaculture licensing; climate change adaptation; protection of natural resources; worker co-operatives; financing social economy; worker-producer co-operatives; measuring performance; accounting models; education; co-operative worker participation and efficiency
Delivery Issue: supports for delivering services; funding (core vs. project; volatility; requirements); rural vs. urban services; on-site child care; capacity; legal services for women; goal achievement 
Policy Process/ Construction Issue: consultation (government-community); funding volatility; layers of government; networking; multi-sectoral vs. government silos; unstable funding and policy priorities; data and tools for informed decision-making; lack of advocacy funding; inclusion (fishers federation - women); indigenous community consultation; public-private-SE cooperation; immigrant inclusion; corporate favouritism; SEO undervaluation; research capacity; valuing SE; alternative performance indicators; co-operative governance
Level of Government: federal; provincial; municipal; various
Department: ACOA; Department of Fisheries and Oceans; Rural Secretariat (N.S.); Department of Natural Resources (N.B.); Social Development (N.B.); Department of Health (N.B.; P.E.I.), Family and Community Services (N.B.); Department of Social Services and Seniors (P.E.I.); Department of Human Resources and Skills Development Canada; Department of Indian Affairs; Department of Agriculture (P.E.I.); Department of Education and Early Childhood Development (P.E.I.); Department of Community and Cultural Affairs (P.E.I.); Public Health Agency Canada; Department of Agriculture and Aquaculture (N.B.); Department of Tourism and Parks (N.B.); Department of Education (N.S.)

Government Funding: yes; no; previously yes; volatile
Project 1.1 Survey of Co-ops and Credit Unions in Atlantic Canada
Province: Atlantic

Sector: Various

Type: Social enterprises (Co-operatives, Credit unions)

Broad Focus: Mapping
Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes (social enterprises)
Mobilization: No

Advocacy: Yes (value of social economy)
Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: Yes (networking; participation) 

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: economic policy

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: consultation

Level of Gov’t: Federal

Department: ACOA

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

This survey is a mapping exercise of co-ops and credit unions and focuses on internal governance of co-ops, networking and advocacy, and importance of social enterprises to the Atlantic Canada economy. It is policy relevant in that it demonstrates the significance of the social economy in economic development and demonstrates the need for “friendly” government policies regarding co-operatives and credit unions. It also found that only 18% of responding co-operatives participate in public policy dialogue, which is mostly left to larger federations.

Thériault, L., Skibbens, R., & Brown, L. (2008). A portrait of co-operatives and credit unions in Atlantic Canada: Preliminary analysis (Working Paper No. 2008-01) Halifax, Nova Scotia: The Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

Project 1.2 Atlantic Node Community Partners’ Stories
Province: Atlantic

Sector: Various

Type: Umbrella research
Mapping project, not policy relevant. 
Project 1.3 Fishing for the Future II: Tracking the Coastal Communities Network from First Beginnings to Economic Sustainability

Province: Nova Scotia

Sector: Fisheries; other rural sectors

Type: Umbrella group (network)

Broad Focus: Sustainable Environment; Sustainable Community

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes (rural communities)
Mobilization: Yes (rural communities)
Advocacy: Yes (rural communities)
Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: Yes (organizational model; organizational/generational survival)
Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: movement from not-for-profit to social enterprise; policies that support rural communities 

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: funding volatility; layers of government

Level of Gov’t: Federal; Provincial

Department: Department of Fisheries and Oceans; Rural Secretariat

Government Funding: No (recently lost, volatile)


Policy Thread:

The Coastal Communities Network, the community-partner for this project, is a diverse network of fishing communities in Nova Scotia who came together under this network to provide skills development, rural research and advocacy on rural policy. This project explored how a social economy organisation can shift from a strictly not-for-profit model, relying on government funding towards social entrepreneurship to create economic viability and sustainability for itself in the future. The motivation is to escape from the constraints of the constant pursuit for volatile funding. The project documents the difficulties of sustaining the organisation and maintaining a clear direction in the context of changing funding models. 
Romanow, P., & Munro, I. (2008). Fishing for the future II: Tracking the coastal communities network from first beginnings to economic sustainability report. Coastal Communities News.

Project 1.4 Les politiques gouvernementales comme support aus organismes communautaires de gestion viable des groupes de basins versants: analyses des politiques et recommandations

Province: Ontario, Nova Scotia, Quebec

Sector: Watershed

Type: Community organization  

Broad Focus: Sustainable environment

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes

Mobilization: Yes

Advocacy: Yes

Delivery: Yes (watershed management)
Internal/Governance: Yes (networking)
Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: watershed policies

Delivery Issue: supports for delivery services

Policy Process/Construction Issue: consultation; networking

Level of Gov’t: Provincial

Department: Natural Resources

Government Funding: Yes

Policy Thread:

This project researched the determinants of success in community participation in watershed management in Ontario, Nova Scotia, and Quebec. It found that watershed organizations best able to network are more likely to succeed. Networking in terms of communicating with similar organisations to share knowledge and with private entrepreneurs to receive support and capacity to organize networks to influence government provincial policy were all determined to be important for the survival and success of such organisations.

Chouinard, O. (2008) La contribution sociale des associations de bassin versant du littoral acadien à l'économie sociale au Nouveau-Brunswick par le programme d'amélioration des systèmes de fosses septiques: Partie II. Colloque De l'Association Internationale De Science Régionale De Langue Française, Université du Québec à Rimouski.

Chouinard, O. (2009). Les politiques gouvernementales comme support aux organismes communautaires de gestion viable des groupes de Bassins Versants: Analyses des politiques et recommandations. 77e Congrès De l'Association Francophone Pour Le Savoir (ACFAS), University of Ottawa, Ontario.
Project 1.5 Profil de l’ancienne et de la nouvelle économie sociale dans le développement territorial des Îles acadiennes (Lamèque et Miscou)
Province: New Brunswick

Sector: Various
Type: Social enterprises (co-operative)

Broad Focus: Sustainable community (livelihoods)

Type of Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes

Mobilization: Yes 

Advocacy: Yes

Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: Yes (leadership, generational survival, organisational structure)
Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: economic policy

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: valuation of SE, corporate favourtism

Level of Gov’t: New Brunswick

Department: Social Development

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

The research details the success of co-operative driven economic development on these Acadian islands. This success has caused concern among private sector actor who fear greater competition with the social economy. Nonetheless, locals often view the co-operatives as protecting them from outside market forces. The project also highlights the importance of leadership inspired by the legacy of the Antigonish Movement, generational survival, and the need to reconcile social and economic objectives (see project 5.2 for similar research).

Chouinard, O., Leclerc, A., Beaudin, M., & Dovonou-Vinagbe, P. (2008). Contribution de la coopération, de l’économie sociale et des enterprises collectives dans le développement territorial des îles Lamèque et Miscou en Acadie du Nouveau-Brunswick (Working Paper No. 2008-02). Halifax, Nova Scotia: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network. 
Koné, A., & Chouinard, O. (2010). Rapport de recherche sur la vie associative et le bénévolat dans le territoire des îles Lamèque et Miscou (Working Paper No. 2010-07). Halifax, Nova Scotia: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

Project 1.6 Policies that support bridging, bonding and building between government and the social economy in Atlantic Canada
Province: Atlantic

Sector: Various

Type: Umbrella research

Broad Focus: Government policy
Type of Type of Policy Engagement
Not Applicable (study of policies, not organizations)
Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: government engagement with SE
Delivery Issue: funding

Policy Process/Construction Issue: consultation; multi-sectoral vs. government silos

Level of Gov’t: All

Department: All

Government Funding: Yes

Policy Thread:

This project produced an inventory of legislation, policies and programs relevant to social economy organisations in the region. A searchable database was produced. An analysis was also written of the evidence of support for community and sector engagement with the policy process. Avenues and spaces for policy dialogue were considered, especially those that have high engagement and involve multiple stakeholders, as opposed to top-down, low engagement, single stakeholder interactions. 

McGrath, C., & Myers, J. (2009). Policies that support bridging, bonding and building between government and the social economy in Atlantic Canada: Policy scan process report (Working Paper No. 2009-02). Halifax, Nova Scotia: The Social Economy and Sustainability Research (SES/ÉSD) Network.

Myers, J. (2009). In search of...exploration of the boundaries, scope and definitions of the social economy: A discussion paper (Working Paper No. 2009-04). Halifax, Nova Scotia: The Social Economy and Sustainability Research (SES/ÉSD) Network.

Myers, J. (2009). Referencing aspects of the social economy: An annotated bibliography of practitioner and academic literature, web-resources and websites (Working Paper No. 2009-02). Halifax, NS: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

Project S.4 The Policy Context for Co-operatives in New Brunswick 

Province: New Brunswick

Sector: Various

Type: Social enterprise (co-operatives)

Broad Focus: Government policy 
Type of Type of Policy Engagement
Not Applicable (study of policies, not organizations)
Policy Issue Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: policy framework; government services to organizations

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: consultation; multi-sectoral vs. government silos

Level of Gov’t: Provincial

Department: Various

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

This policy-oriented project researched the policy framework for co-operatives in New Brunswick, focusing on a comparative analysis of government supports for co-operatives and private enterprises. It found that legislation is outdated and non-reflective of the current and future importance of co-operatives in the New Brunswick economy. The research indicates that co-operatives are disadvantaged by the lack of government services to organizations relative to private enterprises and explores needed policy changes to help co-operatives contribute to more stable and self-sufficient communities. 


Hancock, E. (2009). Sustaining communities through cooperation: How co-operatives and community-centered development can help achieve self-sufficiency. (Master of Philosophy in Policy Studies, University of New Brunswick). 

Project S.12 At the Intersection of a Crisis? Examining the Ability of New Brunswick’s Non-Profit Organizations to Meet the Need for Home Care in the Twenty-First Century.
Province: New Brunswick

Sector: Elder care

Type: Community organization

Broad Focus: Inclusion

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes (elderly)
Mobilization: No

Advocacy: Yes (role of social economic organizations)

Delivery: Yes (elder care)
Internal/Governance: No

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: funding – core versus project

Delivery Issue: rural versus urban services

Policy Process/Construction Issue: consultation

Level of Gov’t: Provincial

Department: Department of Health, Family and Community Services

Government Funding: Yes

Policy Thread:

In response to major policy changes to home care provision in New Brunswick during the 1990s, this project explores how home care demands are being met by the government, private business, and SEOs. The project found that SEOs play a vital role in service delivery, especially in remote places that offer little incentives for private business. The project also found that policy changes have had unintended and negative consequences caused by a lack of consultation with social economy organisations, that limits their ability to provide services in remote areas. In particular, reforms in the funding structure and the implementation of volunteer standards have been the most contentious issues among the SEOs. 

Cole, R. (2008) Bridging the Millennium in New Brunswick: Where is the Social Economy in Home Care? Honours Paper, Department of Sociology, University of New Brunswick. http://voluntarygateway.ca/communities/files/active/1/Rose%20Cole%20Honours%20Thesis%20SE%20and%20Home%20Care%20Apr%202008%20L%20Thriault.pdf
Cole, R. (2010). At the intersection of a crisis? Examining the ability of New Brunswick’s non-profit organizations to meet the need for home care in the twenty-first century. (Master of Sociology, University of New Brunswick).

Project 2.1 Launching Rural Women’s Entrepreneurship
Province: Prince Edward Island

Sector: Various

Type: Social enterprise (co-operative)

Broad Focus: Inclusion (mothers in workforce)

Type of Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes

Mobilization: Yes (mothers)

Advocacy: No

Delivery: Yes (onsite child care)
Internal/Governance: Yes (co-operative management)
Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: need for childcare services
Delivery Issue: No
Policy Process/Construction Issue: unstable funding and policy priorities
Level of Gov’t: Federal

Department: ACOA

Government Funding: Yes

Policy Thread:

This project details the difficulties of LEAP Co-op in obtaining government support for their initiative to develop a community centre for technology training with on-site child care, so as to allow women to enter the regular workforce. This co-op has changed their objectives in an unsuccessful attempt to acquire ACOA funds, due to changing funding priorities. They were successful, however, in partnering with a local business that would allow workers to work from home. Their experience illustrates the challenges of organisational sustainable in the face of unstable funding and policy priorities.  

Novaczek, I., Pobjoy, W., & Gallant, D. (2010). LAUNCHING ENTREPRENEURIAL ADVANTAGES FOR PARENTS: The challenge of co-op development by low income, rural mothers on Prince Edward Island (Working Paper No. 2010-06). Halifax, Nova Scotia: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.
Project: 2.2 Community Accounts - PEI 
Province: Prince Edward Island

Sector: Various

Type: Community organisation (co-operative)

Broad Focus: Sustainable environment; sustainable community; inclusion 

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes (community)
Mobilization: Yes

Advocacy: Yes (policies consistent with citizen priorities)
Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: No

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: community planning

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: data and tools for informed decision-making

Level of Gov’t: Provincial; Municipal

Department: Various

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

Quality of Island Life (QoIL) works to capture information regarding what is important to citizens about their community, modeled on the Newfoundland Community Accounts project. The purpose is to gather information to use in community decision making that more accurately reflects the less-tangible priorities identified by citizens. This co-operative is aimed at supporting citizen advocacy regarding community-relevant priorities by providing tools for informed decision making. 
Quality of Island Life Cooperative (2006) Community Accounts: A pilot project for PEI. Presented November 2006. Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.
LeVangie, D., & Novaczek, I. (2009). Quality of island life survey: Tyne valley & surrounding areas, 2006. Quality of Island Life Annual General Meeting, Prince Edward Island.
Project: 2.3 Youth Engagement in Hillsborough Park (Global Culture, Local Meanings and Contested Community): Redefining Youth Apathy

Province: Prince Edward Island

Sector: Youth services

Type: Community organization (voluntary)

Broad Focus: Sustainable community (violence); inclusion (youth)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes (youth)
Mobilization: Yes

Advocacy: Yes

Delivery: Yes (youth programming)
Internal/Governance: no

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: youth services

Delivery Issue: funding for services

Policy Process/Construction Issue: core versus project funding

Level of Gov’t: Provincial

Department:  Social Services and Seniors

Government Funding: Yes

Policy Thread:

Hillsborough Promoters took action to reverse the negative trend of youth lethargy and crime by developing a program to meet the expressed needs of youth. They were successful in curbing youth criminal activity while helping youth become active, healthy, self-esteemed, and positive contributors to their community. However, the program lacks charitable status, which limits available funding. They also lack community-specific indicators that express the need for such a program, because Hillsborough Park has officially been incorporated into Charlottetown. Lack of local data hinders their access to the policy process.

Harris, K. (2007). Thesis: Youth engagement in Hillsborough park (global culture, local meanings and contested community): Redefining youth apathy. (Honours in Bachelor of Arts, University of Prince Edward Island).

Project: 2.4 Advocating Changes to Maternity & Parental Benefits Legislation

Province: Prince Edward Island

Sector:  Various
Type:  Umbrella group (network)

Broad Focus: Government policy; Inclusion (mothers in workforce)
Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes (mothers ineligible for maternity/parental benefits)
Mobilization: Yes

Advocacy: Yes (improvements to maternity/parental benefits)
Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: No

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: maternity/parental benefits

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: consultation; lack of advocacy funding

Level of Gov’t: Federal

Department: Human Resources and Skill Development Canada

Government Funding: No (previously yes)

Policy Thread:

Women’s Network, PEI directly engages in advocacy work on behalf of women affected by federal EI Parental Benefits legislation. The network has drawn much media attention and been received by government, but has had difficulty maintaining pressure on the government. Their capacity to advocate on behalf of women has been greatly restricted by a lack of funding available for research and advocacy activities. In particular, once project funding ends the ability to continue advocacy based on the policy findings is limited.

MacCallum, M., D'Ambrogi, K., & Novaczek, I. (2009). The birth of change: Influencing parental benefits policy. (Working paper No. 2009-06). Halifax, Nova Scotia: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

Women's Network PEI. (2008). Looking beyond the surface: An in-depth review of parental benefits: Final report, summary of recommendations and community information sheet. Prince Edward Island: Institute of Island Studies.

Women's Network PEI. (2010). Women's network PEI website. http://www.wnpei.org/

Project: 2.5 The Role of Women in the Fishery and Fisheries Management
Province: Prince Edward Island

Sector: Fisheries

Type: Community organization (advocacy)

Broad Focus: Sustainable environment; sustainable community (livelihoods); inclusion (women; community)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes (women; community)
Mobilization: Yes

Advocacy: Yes

Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: Yes (women’s participation)
Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: assignment of fishing rights
Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: consultation (government-community); inclusion (fishers federation - women)

Level of Gov’t: Federal

Department: Department of Fisheries and Oceans

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

Women for Environmental Sustainability reacted to a threat against the sustainability of their fishing community and environment through a strong advocacy campaign, with a small monetary contribution from the local Credit Union. They mobilised women to challenge fisheries management policy, and were a strong voice for the inshore fishery on which their communities’ livelihoods depended. Their story outlines the difficulty of SEOs in influencing public policy, when up against relatively wealthy corporations. The project also illustrates the difficulty of women gaining access to the negotiating ‘table’ in Canada’s fisheries sector, but also demonstrates how a social economy organization with limited capacity can influence policy and challenge the policy process.

Novaczek, I., Fitzpatrick, S., Roach-Lewis, S., & Mitchell, J. (2009). At the table: Exploring Women’s roles in the PEI fishery (Working Paper No. 2009-11). Institute of Island Studies, PEI: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

Project: 2.6 Mapping Supports for the Social Economy 
Province: Prince Edward Island

Sector: Various

Type: Umbrella research

Broad Focus: Government policy
Type of Policy Engagement
Not Applicable (mapping supports, not organizations)
Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: supports for social economy

Delivery Issue: funding (core vs. project; volatility; requirements)

Policy Process/Construction Issue: consultation; multi-sectoral vs. government silos

Level of Gov’t: Federal, provincial

Department: various

Government Funding: Yes

Policy Thread:

This is a key study focusing on a range of issues and policy ramifications that can not be justly summarized in this document. It focuses on the funding environment for SEOs on Prince Edward Island. This project highlights the difference between provincial and federal funding conditionalities, availability, and adequacy. The project also discusses the effects funding has on the capacity of SEOs to perform their services.

Groome Wynne, B. (2008). Bridging public investment and social value: An examination of the supports for the social economy on Prince Edward Island. (Working Paper No. 2007-01). Halifax, Nova Scotia: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

Project: 2.7(a) Indigenous Community Development: Phase I – Ethnobotany

Province: Prince Edward Island

Sector: Ethnobotany

Type:  Umbrella initiative

Broad Focus: Sustainable environment (resource scarcity); sustainable community (traditional medicines); inclusion (Indigenous community)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes 

Mobilization: Yes

Advocacy: Yes

Delivery: Yes (cultural education)
Internal/Governance: Yes (international networking)
Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: allocation of scarce resources

Delivery Issue: capacity

Policy Process/Construction Issue: indigenous community consultation

Level of Gov’t: Federal

Department: Department of Indian Affairs

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

This project discusses the continued marginalization of indigenous culture - in particular traditional medicine. Policy relevance comes from its focus on how community-centric social economic initiatives can help reach goals of sustainable resource management, food security, and local employment of indigenous people in a traditional livelihood.
LeVangie, D. (2008). Aboriginal wisdom: Medicinal seaweeds of the Mi'kmaq and Williche. A comparative study of two island cultures: From the north to the south: PEI and Chiloé. (Working Paper No. 2008-03) Halifax, NS: The Social Economy and Sustainability Research (SES/ÉSD) Network.
Project: 2.7(b) Indigenous Community Development: Phase II – Microenterprise
Province: Prince Edward Island

Sector: Ethnobotony

Type: Social enterprise (indigenous microenterprise)

Broad Focus: Sustainable environment (resource scarcity); sustainable community (traditional medicines); inclusion (Indigenous community)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes (marginalised peoples)

Mobilization: Yes

Advocacy: No

Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: Yes (organisational model)
Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: indigenous community economic development

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: No

Level of Gov’t: Federal

Department: Department of Indian Affairs

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

Building on identification of problems in Phase I, the microenterprise project studied potentials for economic diversification and cultural survival of marginalized and indigenous communities. The discussion on micro enterprise as a potential source of empowerment is very policy relevant, and is applicable to Islanders, rural people, women, immigrants, and all minorities. The project found benefits of microenterprises to marginalised peoples to include: satisfaction and independence; passion and creativity; and, health and spirituality. Challenges include: seasonality; limited information, training and technical assistance; inadequate marketing skills; poor communication and coordination; onerous government regulations; lack of access to credit; unequal access to development assistance; inequitable access to land; and intergenerational loss of cultural skills.

D'Ambrogi, K., & Novaczek, I. (2009). "We are the people of the island" social and cultural microenterprise on the small island of Chiloé, Chile (Working Paper No. 2009-07). Halifax, Nova Scotia: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.
Project: 2.7(c) Indigenous Community Development: Phase III – Youth Engagement with Community and Natural Resources

Province: Prince Edward Island

Sector: Ethnobotony

Type: Umbrella initiative

Broad Focus: Sustainable environment (resource scarcity); sustainable community (traditional medicines); inclusion (Indigenous community)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes 

Mobilization: Yes

Advocacy: Yes

Delivery: Yes (cultural education)
Internal/Governance: Yes (organizational and generational survival)
Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: indigenous youth

Delivery Issue: capacity

Policy Process/Construction Issue: indigenous community consultation

Level of Gov’t: Federal

Department: Department of Indian Affairs

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

This project discusses the continued marginalisation of indigenous culture – in particular traditional medicine and resource management – and how to engage indigenous youth in cultural preservation. Policy relevancy comes from its focus on fostering youth involvement in community institutions. 

Franco Vazquez, A., & Novaczek, I. (2010). The heart of mother earth: An exploration of youth engagement with the sea and marine resources on Chiloé Island, Chile (Working Paper No. 2010-02). Halifax: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.
Project: 2.8 PEI Organic Farmer-Citizen Co-operative
Province: Prince Edward Island

Sector: Agriculture

Type: Social enterprise (farmer co-operative)

Broad Focus: Sustainable environment (organic and local farming); sustainable community (rural-urban linkages)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: No

Mobilization: Yes (organic farmers; community)
Advocacy: Unknown

Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: No

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: farming co-operatives; organic foodstuffs; food systems

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: private-public-social economy cooperation

Level of Gov’t: Provincial

Department: Department of Agriculture

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

This project tells the story of a farmer-citizen co-operative that sells local and organic products. This project is policy relevant in that it details the benefits of such an establishment and also encourages the development of certified operations for organic foodstuffs. It is unknown if they engage, or try to engage, in policy influence, but the co-operative tries to build community awareness of an alternative food system that supports local farmer livelihoods by promoting a community-centric year-round market for small farmers, economic sustainability in PEI, and a commitment to equality, collaboration, and mutual support. Obstacles include accessing funds to pay staff, and finding way to cooperate with the farmers market and private business, rather than compete.  

Courtenay-Hall, P. and J. MacKay (2008) The PEI Growing Circle Organic Food Co-Op: Sustaining people, farming, rural communities and local economies in the age of globalization, climate change, peak oil and global economic crisis. Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network http://voluntarygateway.ca/communities/files/active/1/Farmer%20Citizen%20Coop%20Social%20Economy%202008%203%20Compatibility%20Mode.pdf
Project: S.2 Social Economy Supports for Immigrants

Province: Prince Edward Island

Sector: Social Services

Type: Community organisation

Broad Focus: Sustainable community (immigration); Inclusion (immigrants)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes (immigrants)
Mobilization: Yes (Chinese Islanders)
Advocacy: Yes

Delivery: Yes (education to newcomer youth)

Internal/Governance: No

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: immigration services

Delivery Issue: unknown

Policy Process/Construction Issue: immigrant inclusion

Level of Gov’t: Provincial





Department: Department of Education, Department of Community and Cultural Affairs

Government Funding: Unknown

Policy Thread:

This student run research project, in partnership with the Canadian Chinese Association of PEI, had the goals to educate, connect, and give voice to immigrants in PEI. It is policy relevant in that the project demonstrates the need for programs geared towards newcomer youth, so as to allow increased integration and social cohesion. It makes several recommendations, such as repeating the 1991 Race Relations survey in PEI, the need to collect local migration data, and the utility of story telling for retention purposes. 
Howard, L. L. (2009). Community story telling and locally informed immigration services (Working Paper No. 2009-08). Halifax, Nova Scotia: The Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

Project: 2.10 Disabled Persons’ Integration into Educational Institutions
Province: Prince Edward Island

Sector: Education

Type: Umbrella group (network)

Broad Focus: Inclusion (adults with learning disabilities)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes 

Mobilization: No

Advocacy: Yes

Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: No

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: secondary and post secondary education

Delivery Issue: access 

Policy Process/Construction Issue: No

Level of Gov’t: Provincial

Department: Education and Early Childhood Development

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

The PEI Council of the Disabled, with a student, conducted this project to fill in a research gap. As an outcome, this SEO advocates on behalf of disabled students and prospective students for better accessibility in universities and community colleges. This project is policy relevant in that it is research for the purpose of advocacy and makes several policy suggestions, including earlier identification, the provision of accommodations for self-advocacy earlier in school career which would alleviate financial burden of psychological assessments during university, and the need for inter-University consistency, consistent with guidelines from the Learning Disability Association of Canada. There is a great deal of support in universities, though it could be improved; colleges seem more prepared but have diagnosis difficulties. There is a need for more assistance technology, adapted testing, and educational planning/teaching methods.

Gallagher, T., DiGiorgio, C., Bennett, S., & Antle, K. (2008). Seeking to understand disability and culture while enhancing advocacy. Teaching and Learning, 5(1), 30-37.

Project: 2.11 Internationally Educated Health Professionals in PEI: Why they Come, why they Stay, and the Challenges they Face
Province: Prince Edward Island

Sector: Health

Type: Community organization

Broad Focus: Inclusion (internationally educated health professionals)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes  

Mobilization: Yes (newcomers)

Advocacy: Yes 

Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: No

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: health care credentials of newcomers

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: No

Level of Gov’t: Provincial

Department: Department of Health

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

This project documents the attractiveness of PEI to internationally educated health professionals. The PEI Newcomers Association views the recruitment of these health professionals as a potential way to improve the health services offered in PEI. The project is policy relevant as the PEI Newcomers Association directly participates in advocacy work to improve the standard of health services via the recognition of immigrant credentials. Policy suggestions include a shift to performance based screening procedures by encouraging on-location volunteer, apprenticeship and mentoring opportunities; the investment in a health-related professional development facility; a broadening retention strategies to a family-orientation via spousal employment assistance.

Baldacchino, G., & Hood, M. (2007). Challenges faced by internationally educated health professionals on Prince Edward Island: Stories and voices. Prince Edward Island: IEHP Atlantic Connection. http://voluntarygateway.ca/communities/files/active/2/IEHPStudyFinalFeb2008.pdf
Project: S.3 Domestic Violence Research Project

Province: Prince Edward Island, Nova Scotia

Sector: Legal and Social Services

Type: Umbrella research

Broad Focus: Inclusion (female victims of domestic violence)

Type of Policy Engagement
Not Applicable - research project

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: domestic violence victim services

Delivery Issue: legal services for women

Policy Process/Construction Issue: social economy consultation

Level of Gov’t: Provincial and Federal

Department: 

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

This research project is in the process of reviewing services that are provided to rural women victims of domestic violence. Both Sage, Inc., and Women’s Network, PEI, Inc. are involved with the project, and it is anticipated that the findings will be used for policy advocacy purposes, to improve a broad range of victim services from the viewpoint of SEOs, RCMP officers and government workers in victim, correction, and community services. 
Adams, W. (2009). Domestic violence research project. Family Violence Conference; PEI Police Association Presentation; Atlantic Women and Law Enforcement Conference, Fredericton, New Brunswick; Prince Edward Island; New Glasgow, Nova Scotia.

Project: S.10 Prince Edward Island and Newfoundland: A Comparative Assessment of Two Islands as Viable Destinations for Immigrant Entrepreneurs

Province: Prince Edward Island and Newfoundland and Labrador

Sector: Various

Type: Community organization

Broad Focus: Inclusion (immigrant entrepreneurs)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes

Mobilization: Yes (newcomers)

Advocacy: Yes (newcomers)

Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: No

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: unknown

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: unknown

Level of Gov’t: Unknown

Department: Unknown

Government Funding: Unknown

Policy Thread:

Conducted by the PEI Newcomers Association, this research project examines the experiences of immigrant entrepreneurs. The project is policy relevant as the PEI Newcomers Association directly participates in advocacy work to improve the viability of immigrant entrepreneurial endeavours. 

Fall, C. (2008) Prince Edward Island and Newfoundland: A Comparative Assessment of Two Islands as Viable Destinations for Immigrant Entrepreneurs. Halifax, Nova Scotia: The Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network. http://voluntarygateway.ca/communities/files/active/1/SN2%20Project%20S10%20C%20Fall%20Done%20Compatibility%20Mode.pdf
Project: 2.14 Beyond Silence
Province: Prince Edward Island

Sector: Social Services

Type: Community organisation

Broad Focus: Inclusion (child victims of sexual abuse)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion:
Mobilization: Yes (community for prevention of sexual abuse)
Advocacy: Yes

Delivery: Yes (education on child sexual abuse)
Internal/Governance: No

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: sexual abuse education for community leaders

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: consultation of social economy

Level of Gov’t: Provincial

Department: Social Services and Seniors

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

In this project Sage Inc. documented the education of community leaders on child sexual abuse interventions. This project is policy relevant in that Sage Inc. is an advocacy organization trying to influence government policy and community empowerment. A book has also been written, which includes stories and ideas on how to address prevention.

SAGE Inc. (2009). Beyond silence: Voices of child sexual abuse. Prince Edward Island: Acorn Press.

SAGE Inc. (2010). Website: SAGE-empowering survivors, educating communities, preventing child sex abuse. http://www.sagepei.org/
Project: 2.17 Community Engagement in Developing Domestic Fair Trade for Food Products
Province: Prince Edward Island

Sector: Agriculture and Fisheries

Type: Social enterprise (co-operative)

Broad Focus: Sustainable environment (organic and local farming); sustainable community (rural-urban connections); inclusion (organic farmers)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes

Mobilization: Yes (organic farmers)

Advocacy: Yes

Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: No

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: domestic fair trade, food systems 

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: corporate favouritism

Level of Gov’t: Provincial 

Department: Department of Agriculture

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

This project details the benefits of, and obstacles to, establishing a domestic fair trade initiative. Obstacles highlighted include financial resources, labour issues, an unregulated marketplace, a lack of standard certification, and a general policy environment that favours corporate sector interests. The project promotes public education and advocacy related to policies that affect domestic fair trade for food products.

Cooper Institute, Seaspray Atlantic Organic Marketing Cooperative, & National Farmers Union. (2008). Community engagement in developing prospects for a system of domestic fair trade for food products [a PEI pilot] (Working Paper No. 2008-04). Halifax, Nova Scotia: The Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

Project: 2.18 Quality of Life and Environmental Awareness Survey

Province: Prince Edward Island

Sector: Various 

Type: Umbrella initiative

Broad Focus: Sustainable environment; sustainable community; inclusion 

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes (community)
Mobilization: Yes

Advocacy: Yes (policies consistent with citizen priorities)
Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: No

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: community planning, watershed management

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: data and tools for informed decision-making

Level of Gov’t: Various

Department: Various

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

The project is in its early stages, and hopes to apply the methodology and insights from project 2.2, to the community of Trout River. Prospective lessons from this project will be the ability of the Quality of Island Life Group (project 2.2) to aid the Trout River Environmental Committee to foster improved community watershed planning capabilities. 

LeVangie, D., Novaczek, I., Enman, S., MacKay, R., & Clough, K. (2009). Quality of island life survey: Tyne valley & surrounding areas, 2006. (Working paper No. 2009-05). Halifax, Nova Scotia: The Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

.

Project: 3.1 Food Box Program: Current and Potential Contributions to the Social Economy
Province: Nova Scotia

Sector: Food security

Type: Community organization

Broad Focus: Inclusion (low income mothers)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes (low income mothers)
Mobilization: Yes

Advocacy: No

Delivery: Yes (subsidized food box)
Internal/Governance: No

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: low income child services




Delivery Issue: capacity, funding

Policy Process/Construction Issue: undervaluation, social economy consultation

Level of Gov’t: Federal

Department: Public Health Agency Canada

Government Funding: Yes

Policy Thread:

This project is an excellent example of a social economy organisation’s resiliency in the face of an unstable funding environment. The Kid’s Action Program assists low-income women in pre and post-natal stages and is lauded by the community and several government branches alike, but is persistently undervalued and has repeatedly faced funding cuts. KAP demonstrates how a social economy organization can enhance productivity and save money for other institutions, while filling a gap in service delivery. The project also illustrates the importance of federal funding as opposed to provincial funding for some social economy organisations. 

Williams, P., & Reimer, D. (2011). Kids action Program’s great beginnings food box program: Current and potential contributions to the social economy (Working Paper No. 2011-07). Halifax, Nova Scotia: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

Project: 3.2 Community Forum on Food Security and the Social Economy
Province: Nova Scotia

Sector: Food security

Type: Umbrella initiative

Broad Focus: Sustainable community (food security)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: No

Mobilization: Yes (various)
Advocacy: Yes

Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: social economy role in food security

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: community food security


Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: value of social economy

Level of Gov’t: various




Department: various

Government Funding: No
Policy Thread:

This project was situated around a community forum to bring together a wide range of actors to discuss the relationship between the social economy and the ability to provide community food security. These actors included farmers, researchers and students, local politicians and health officials, and local organizations and community members. This forum was an attempt to mobilize action for the social economy to support food security in their community. 

Reimer, D., Frank, L., Penner, J., Upton, D., Hanninnen, S., Beck, D., Carlsson, L., & Williams, P. (2007). Community forum on food security and the social economy (Working Paper No. 2011-04). Halifax, Nova Scotia: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.
Project: 3.3 Mobilization around Food Security within the Canadian Social Economy Research Partnerships: A National Scan

Province: Canada

Sector: Food security

Type: Umbrella research

Broad Focus: Mapping, sustainable community (food security)
Type of Policy Engagement
Not Applicable, research mapping exercise

Policy Issues Raised

Not Applicable, research mapping exercise

Policy Thread:

This project was a research mapping of the Canadian Social Economy Research Partnerships (CSERP) to attempt to gain awareness of potential future projects and collaborative efforts. One such research gap identified is that most SE food security projects focused on food systems, leaving income related food security issues unattended.
Carlsson, L., Williams, P., Brown, L., Millar, N., Reimer, D., McKitrick, A., & Kay, A. (2008). Mobilization around food security within the Canadian social economy research partnerships: A national scan. (Working Paper No. 2011-05). Halifax, Nova Scotia: The Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.
Brown, L., Carlsson, L., Reimer, D., & Williams, P. (2008), Redesigning Canada’s food system: The role of the social economy in rebuilding community food security. Making Waves, 19, 13.

Project: 3.4 Identification of Barriers and Tools to Support Community Mobilization and Action on Sustainable Food Purchasing Decisions
Province: Nova Scotia

Sector: Food security



Type: Umbrella research

Broad Focus: Sustainable environment (organic and local farming); sustainable community (food security)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: No

Mobilization: Yes

Advocacy: Yes

Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: directing social economy action

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: food security and sustainability

Delivery Issue: No

Police Process/Construction Issue: No

Level of Gov’t: Various

Department: Various

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

This is a collaborative project between Judes and Acadia University to build an understanding of barriers to purchasing sustainable food, and potential strategies to remove these barriers. This research could be useful in future policy formation and in directing social economy action on community food security and sustainability. 
Warner, A., & Callaghan, E. (forthcoming). Social marketing and green purchasing: Shifting from behaviors to values based experiences. Halifax, Nova Scotia: The Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

Project: 3.6 Forum on Community Food Security and the Social Economy
Province: Nova Scotia

Sector: Food security

Type: Umbrella initiative

Broad Focus: Sustainable community (food security)

Type of Policy Engagement

Inclusion: No

Mobilization: Yes (various)

Advocacy: Yes

Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: social economy role in food security

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: community food security


Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: value of social economy

Level of Gov’t: various




Department: various

Government Funding: No
Policy Thread:

As part of Sub Node Three’s commitment to participatory action research and mobilization around food security, the purpose of this forum (a March 2010 follow-up to the 2007 forum) was to further explore the landscape of community food security in Annapolis, Kings and Hants Countries. Projects funded and developed at the previous forum, as well as ideas for new initiatives, were presented. One such idea is to develop income supports for those living with food insecurity drawing on ready-made models (demonstrating a need to fill research gap discovered in project 3.3). Another idea is to develop local-centric procurement policies for the Nova Scotia education system, which would require governmental infrastructure and support. 3.   
Kids Action Program. (2010). Report: 2010 forum on community food security and the social economy. (Working Paper No. 2010-04). Halifax, Nova Scotia: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

Project: S.5 Cultivating Food Security in Nova Scotia Public Schools: A Case Study of an Elementary School Garden Project
Province: Nova Scotia

Sector: Food security



Type: Umbrella research

Broad Focus: Sustainable community (food security)

Type of Policy Engagement
Not Applicable, research mapping exercise

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: school gardens and food security

Delivery Issue: No

Police Process/Construction Issue: No

Level of Gov’t: Federal

Department: Public Health Agency Canada

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

This project aimed to fill a gap in research concerning the role school gardens may play in promoting community food security. The project explored the health, social and ecological effects of a school garden and what factors produced these effects. The research found that while the school garden directly affected human and ecological health, indirect effects appear more important to longer-term community food security. These indirect effects come through developing food system knowledge amongst children, and creating a culture supportive of healthy and sustainable food. It found that if backed by supportive government and school policies, sustainable food at schools can have benefits to human and ecological health as well as economic vitality. Additional factors needed include a paid coordinator for such gardens as well as committed volunteers.   

Carlsson, L. (2010). Cultivating food security in Nova Scotia public schools: A case study of an elementary school garden project. (Master of Applied Human Nutrition Thesis, Mount Saint Vincent University).

Carlsson, L., & Williams, P. (2008). New approaches to the health promoting school: Participation in sustainable food systems. Journal of Hunger and Environmental Nutrition, 3(4), 400-417.

Project: 4.1 Économie sociale et groupes de bassinverant sur le littoral acadien
Province: New Brunswick

Sector: Watersheds

Type: Community organization

Broad Focus: Sustainable environment (watershed management)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: No

Mobilization: Yes 

Advocacy: Yes

Delivery: Yes

Internal/Governance: No

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: watershed management

Delivery Issue: supports for delivery services

Policy Process/Construction Issue: social economy consultation

Level of Gov’t: Provincial

Department: Department of Natural Resources

Government Funding: Yes

Policy Thread:

This project studies watershed groups in New Brunswick who deliver watershed management services with some government funding support, but remain managerially independent. The project illustrates the advantages SEOs provide in watershed management, such as a greater efficiency than private firms, an emphasis on supporting the local economy, and discounts for those who otherwise could not afford the services. Yet, social economy watershed organizations are not being consulted in the policy process or program formation. 

Chouinard, O., Martin, G., & Gauvin, J. (2009). Financement des associations de gestion par Bassin Versant au Nouveau-Brunswick : Politiques et partenariats pour une meilleure reconnaissance (Working Paper No. 2009-01). Halifax, Nova Scotia: The Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

Émond, P., Chouinard, O., Desjardins, P., Gauvin, J., Gauvin, N., Brideau, M., & Langis, M. (2007). Économie sociale et gouvernance dans les communautés de Bassin Versant du littoral Acadien du sud du Golfe du Saint-Laurent (Working Paper No. 2007-02). Halifax, Nova Scotia: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

Project: 4.2 Participation et foresterie communautaire dans le nord du Nouveau-Brunswick

Province: New Brunswick

Sector: Forestry

Type: Social enterprise (co-operative)

Broad Focus: Sustainable environment (forestry)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes (SE and small operators)
Mobilization: Yes

Advocacy: Yes

Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: No

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: assignment of forestry contracts

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: corporate favouritism 

Level of Gov’t: Provincial

Department: Department of Natural Resources

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

This project explores public participation in forest management through SEOs as a means to open dialogue between forestry managements and community stakeholders. The project demonstrates that public participation can be beneficial in terms of improving decision making and indentifying potential problems and areas of conflict. Obstacles to community participation include the burden of time long participatory processes requires and difficulty in collecting those opposed to the current management of forestry. However, many citizens are dissatisfied with the current structure of forestry management, and thus SEOs have the potential to represent the public in participatory processes as their members have greater relevant knowledge and experience than most New Brunswickers. SEOs are well positioned to reflect community interests on various economic, social and environmental aspects of forest management, but are nonetheless often excluded from decision-making which is dominated by traditional private actors and the government. 
Landry, D., Wyatt, S., & Nadeau, S. (2008). Public participation in forest management in New Brunswick: How do social economy organizations fit in the equation? International Symposium on Society and Natural Resources, Burlington, Vermont. 

Landry, D. (2009). "Essayer de faire bouger la grosse patente": Participation des organismes de l'économie sociale dans le regime forestier du Nouveau-Brunswick. (Maîtrise en sciences forestières, Université de Moncton-Edmundston Campus).

Project: 4.3 Pratiques agricoles alternatives et sécurité alimentaire à la coopérative de la Récolte de chez nous (RCN)
Province: New Brunswick

Sector: Agriculture

Type: Social enterprise (co-operative)

Broad Focus: Sustainable environment (local farming); sustainable community (rural-urban linkages); inclusion (small farmers)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes (small farmers)
Mobilization: Yes (farmers and community)
Advocacy: No

Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: No

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: domestic fair trade

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: social economic consultation; government silos

Level of Gov’t: Municipal

Department: unknown

Government Funding: No (previously yes)

Policy Thread:

Restrictions based on ‘public health’ concerns are inhibiting the growth of a farmers’ market co-operative, which is the subject of this project. Local harvesters own and sell their produce through the farmers’ market, which has grown as a response to insecure marketing arrangements with a large distributor and processor. These farmers decided to concentrate on the local market to secure their livelihoods, but policy restrictions inhibit the ability of small farmers’ markets co-operatives to flourish. They have partnered with a municipality and have had some government funding to develop the project. The project connects rural and urban interests, and promotes agricultural practices that link with watershed protection and sustainable forest management. Government policy silos make it difficult to work in such an inter-sectoral way.

Chouinard, O., Courchesne, D., & Martin, G. (2008). Économie sociale et solidarité: La coopérative la récolte de chez-nous et la viabilitédes petites fermes agricoles du sud-est du N.-B. Revue Des Études Coopératives, Mutualistes Et Associatives (RECMA), 22.
Chouinard, O., Courchesne, D., & Martin, G. (2009). L’utilisation de compost comme pratique visant une plus grande viabilité des sols chez les fermiers du sud-est du Nouveau-Brunswick (Working Paper No. 2009-03). Halifax, Nova Scotia: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

Project: 4.4 Acceptabilité sociale des pratiques aquacoles dans le sud du Golfe du St-laurent 
Province: New Brunswick

Sector: Aquaculture

Type: Umbrella group (association)
Broad Focus: Inclusion (producer organization)
Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes 
Mobilization: No

Advocacy: Yes

Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: Yes (capacity building)
Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: aquaculture licensing

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: government silos

Level of Gov’t: Provincial

Department: Agriculture and Aquaculture; Tourism and Parks

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

This project studies an aquaculture association in New Brunswick. The association is considered weak, has a weak bargaining position, and is in a conflict of use with fisher people and also with recreational users of the coastal environment such as cottagers. The provincial government desires growth in aquaculture but has yet to properly allocate resources and people to help strengthen the association. The research indicates a friction between the operating styles of social economy organisations and governments. Social economy groups tend to be holistic, but government officials are organised in a silo-like structure, which means departments have difficulty communicating with each other. In this scenario, the tourism officials and the fishery management officials are not communicating, which is harming the ability of the aquaculture association to operate. 

Lanteigne, L., Chouinard, O., & Boghen, A. (2008). L'acceptabilité sociale des activités ostréicoles au Nouveau-Brunswick (Working Paper No. 2008-05). Halifax, Nova Scotia: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

Lanteigne, L. (2010). Acceptabilité sociale des pratiques aquacoles dans le sud du golfe du St. Laurent. (Maîtrise en études de l'environnement,Université de Moncton).

Project: 4.5 Engagement communautaire face à l’augmentation du niveau marin causée par le changement climatique sur le littoral acadien
Province: New Brunswick

Sector: Community planning

Type: Community organization

Broad Focus: Sustainable environment (climate change); inclusion (rural communities)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes

Mobilization: Yes

Advocacy: Yes

Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: Yes (capacity building)
Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: climate change adaptation
Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: social economy consultation

Level of Gov’t: Provincial; Municipal

Department: Various

Government Funding: Yes

Policy Thread:
This was a capacity building exercise comparing the ability of stakeholders in three New Brunswick communities to promote local policies related to climate change. The communities differed in whether they had a local municipal government. In rural communities that do not have elected local governments it is difficult to have a voice to carry forward issues. It was found that the provincial government poorly manages appointments that run small communities in the absence of elected local government. The research indicated the need for capacity building so that community groups can effectively bargain for local needs with the provincial government.

Chouinard, O., Plante, S., & Martin, G. (2008). The community engagement process: A governance approach in adaptation to coastal erosion and flooding in Atlantic Canada. Canadian Journal of Regional Science, XXXI(3), 507-520.

Chouinard, O., & Martin, G. (2007). A community plan for adaptation in Pointe-du-Chene, New Brunswick: Combining science, values and local knowledge in designing a climate change adaptation plan. Fonds en fiducie pour l'environnement du Nouveau-Brunswick. Moncton: Université de Moncton.
Chouinard, O., Martin, G., & Vanderlinden, J. P. (2006). La gouvernance et l'adaptation au changement climatique: Le cas du sud-est du Nouveau-Brunswick. In M. Simard, D. Lafontaine, S. Savard, M. Tremblay & P. Tremblay (Eds.), Inégalités, démocratie et développement: Des enjeux pour la gouvernance des territoires locaux et régionaux (pp. 273-287). Rimouski: Université du Québec à Rimouski. 
Project: 4.6 Changements climatiques et plantes médicinales dans les communautés Mi’kmaq d’Eel River Bar et d’Elsipogtog 
Province: New Brunswick

Sector: Ethnobotony

Type: Community organization 

Broad Focus: Sustainable environment (climate change); sustainable community (traditional medicine); inclusion (indigenous community) 

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes

Mobilization: Yes

Advocacy: Yes

Delivery: Yes (proposed)

Internal/Governance: Yes (capacity building)
Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: protection of vulnerable natural resources

Delivery Issue: funding

Policy Process/Construction Issue: research capacity

Level of Gov’t: Federal

Department: Department of Indian Affairs; Department of Natural Resources

Government Funding: Yes – Department of Natural Resources

Policy Thread:
This is a capacity building project with a First Nation community, which is trying to foster a greater understanding of climate change. The community has a plan in place to protect vulnerable grass, which has ethnobotany value and is threatened by a rise in sea level. A report has been developed but the community does not have the resources to implement a plan. They need tools to explain the problem to the government and determine how best to control erosion and protect the eel grass. 

McKnight, C., & Gagnon, C. (2009). Sustainable adaptation strategies for a changing climate: A follow-up to climate change adaptation strategies for medicine gatherers in two Migmag communities in New Brunswick. New Brunswick: Southern Gulf of St. Lawrence Coalition on Sustainability Traditional Ecological Knowledge Working Group.

Project: 4.7 Contribution des coopératives d’artisanat autochtone à l’économie des Premières Nations aux provinces maritimes
Province: Maritimes

Sector: Arts and Crafts

Type: Social enterprise (co-operative)

Broad Focus: Sustainable community (traditional culture; livelihoods)


Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: No

Mobilization: Yes

Advocacy: No

Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: yes (organizational and generational survival; capacity building)
Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: worker’s co-operative

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: No

Level of Gov’t: Federal

Department: Department of Indian Affairs

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:
This is a First Nations community project to preserve the cultural knowledge and contribute to community development through craft co-operatives. The project studied the viability of artisan co-operatives to aid the transfer of cultural knowledge, as well as problems of succession. It is related to policy because the community is having difficulty building the capacity to sustain artisan co-operatives. 

MacNeil, B. (2008). Made with Mi'kmaq hands: Sharing circle with the crafters of Paqtnkek First Nation: Event summary. Paqtnkek, Antigonish County, NS: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

McMillan, J., & Prosper, K. (2011). Exploring craft cooperative potential in Paqtnkek Mi’kmaq community: Final report (Working Paper No. 2011-01). Halifax, Nova Scotia: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.
Project: 4.8 Impacts of the NB Regulatory Process on the Small Scale Cranberry Farmer

Province: New Brunswick

Sector: Agriculture

Type: umbrella group (association)
Broad Focus: Sustainable environment (local farming); inclusion (small farmers)

Type of Policy Engagement

Inclusion: Yes (small farmers)

Mobilization: No
Advocacy: No

Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: No

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: domestic fair trade

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: social economic consultation; government silos

Level of Gov’t: Provincial

Department: Department of Agriculture, Aquaculture and Fisheries
Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

The New Brunswick Cranberry Association reports the regulatory processes to receive environmental approval for cranberry bogs is an obstacle that disproportionately affects new small scale farmers. The purpose of this project was to explore how other jurisdictions have dealt with this problem. The research found that relative to other areas, New Brunswick’s rigid wetland conservation policies do not ensure a balance between conservation and other socio-economic benefits. A contradiction develops wherein although small scale agriculture may be more ecologically sustainable, the permit process required for environmental approval favours larger enterprises.   
Martin, G., Chouinard, O., & Dovonou-Vinagbe, P. (2010). La petite agriculture face à l’inflation réglementaire au Nouveau-Brunswick : Le cas de la culture de la canneberge (Working Paper No. 2010-03). Halifax: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.
Project: 5.1 Financing the Social Economy

Province: Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, PEI

Sector: Various

Type: Umbrella research

Broad Focus: Inclusion (social economy)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes (social enterprises)

Mobilization: No

Advocacy: Yes (value of social economy)

Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: No

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: financing the social economy

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: social economy consultation

Level of Gov’t: various

Department: various

Government Funding: yes

Policy Thread:

This project focuses on the ability to access financial capital for SEOs. The research found a large demand for financial capital in the social economy sector, but the rejection rate for financing is very high, compared to private enterprises. The research concluded that although the social economy creates jobs and delivers goods and services, the goal to maximise social and community benefits, rather than profits, impedes the ability of social economy organisations to access financial capital. The project recommends the creation of a national community investment framework, to ensure that SEOs are able to compete fairly with private enterprises in accessing financial capital.  

Karaphillis, G., Alderson, D., & Moore, S. (2009). Financing the social economy. Cape Breton University: Community Economic Development Institute. 

Peters, K., & Karaphillis, G. (2010). Financing the social economy research project: Profiles of social economy organizations in Atlantic Canada (Working Paper No. 2010-05). Halifax, Nova Scotia: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

Karaphillis, G., Asimakos, S., and Alderson, D. (2008) Social Economy Access to Finance Demand, Barriers and Gaps. Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.
Project: 5.2 Fogo Island Co-operative
Province: Newfoundland and Labrador

Sector: Fisheries

Type: Social enterprise (co-operative)

Broad Focus: Sustainable community (livelihoods)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: No

Mobilization: No

Advocacy: No

Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: Yes (worker-producer co-operative)
Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: worker-producer co-operative

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: co-operative governance

Level of Gov’t: Federal

Department: Department of Fisheries and Oceans

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

This project has important internal policy ramifications for co-operatives, and provincial labour regulations. The co-operative is divided equally between processors (plant workers) and fishers (producers), but the producers dominate the board. The co-operative has been unionised, and since then, both sides have ‘reverted to type’ of traditional management-worker relations, as the tensions between the union and co-operative have exacerbated. Producers have no qualms with the co-op, but plant workers are discontent with lack of control over working conditions; the union is fractured along lines of division within the co-op. Though the co-operative has been particularly agile in a time of declining fish-stocks, it is concluded that it must reconcile its businesses side with its co-operative ideals. 

Haiven, J., & Haiven, L. (2010). The Fogo Island cooperative society and its workers: Lessons from the fishery. In J. Chamard, L. Haiven & T. Webb (Eds.), The co-operative and its workers. Halifax, Nova Scotia: Fernwood Books.

Project: 5.3 GAAP and Co-operative Accounting

Province: Atlantic

Sector: Various

Type: Social enterprise (co-operatives)

Broad Focus: Sustainable environment; sustainable community; inclusion

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: Yes (social enterprises)
Mobilization: No

Advocacy: Yes (value of social economy)
Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: Yes (accounting model)
Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: measuring performance; accounting models
Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: valuing social enterprises

Level of Gov’t: Various

Department: Various

Government Funding: Yes

Policy Thread:

This research project is based on an understanding that the standard accounting model is not well suited for co-operatives, and as a result tends to undervalue the contribution co-operatives make in their communities. In particular, co-operatives have multiple bottom lines, unlike the standard business model that is fixated on profit maximisation. This means co-operatives factor externalities, such as social and environmental ramifications, into their business plans. The standard accounting model creates an unfair competitive environment for co-operatives, as it creates disincentives for the co-operative form of business by inherently undervaluing their organisational health. This project has important policy ramifications since with the standard accounting model in place, co-operatives are not able to properly demonstrate to the government how much the government and society benefits from the existence of co-operatives. The project is important for internal policy considerations of the social economy as well, as the project demonstrates that without a proper accounting model co-operatives have difficultly understanding how well they are meeting their particular goals. 

Hicks, E., Maddocks, J., Robb, A., & Webb, T. (2007). Co-operative accountability and identity: An examination of reporting practices of Nova Scotia co-operatives. Journal of Co-operative Studies, 40(2), 4-16.

Hicks, E., Maddocks, J., Robb, A., & Webb, T. (2007). Co-operative identity in financial reporting: Developing the co-operative accounting framework. Co-operatives and Innovation: Influencing the Social Economy Conference, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan.

Maddocks, J. (2007). Towards an international statement of recommended practice (iSORP) for co-operative accounting and reporting (CEARC Working Paper No. 1). Halifax, Nova Scotia: Centre of Excellence in Accounting and Reporting for Co-operatives (CEARC).
Project: 5.4 Halifax Independent School – Performance Measures

Province: Nova Scotia

Sector: Education

Type: Social enterprise 

Broad Focus: Sustainable community (education)

Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: No

Mobilization: No

Advocacy: No

Delivery: Yes (primary education)
Internal/Governance: Yes (performance indicators)
Police Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: education

Delivery Issue: goal achievement

Policy Process/Construction Issue: alternative performance indicators

Level of Gov’t: Provincial

Department: Department of Education

Government Funding: No

Policy Thread:

The purpose of this project is to research the process of devising tools to measure how well a social economy organisation is achieving its goals. Emphasis is placed on balancing financial performance with a social economy organisation’s other goals. In this project, a case-study of the Halifax Independent School was used to illustrate how the school was able to implement the Balanced Score Card approach to performance measures, which enabled the school to avoid a narrow focus on enrolment and finance, while placing their overarching holistic goals at the top of their ‘scorecard’. In regards to internal social economy policy, this project demonstrates how an alternative performance measurement system can be incorporated to more accurately reflect the goals of SEOs. For many SEOs, this would also be important in their relations with external funders, including government.

Maddocks, J., Novkovic, S., & Smith, S. (2009). Evaluating performance of small social economy organizations: The case of an independent school (Working Paper No. 2009-10). Halifax, Nova Scotia: The Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

Maddocks, J., Novkovic, S., & Smith, S. (2011). Measuring performance for accountability of a small social economy organization: The case of an independent school. Canadian Journal of Nonprofit and Social Economy Research, 2(1), 45-60.
Project: 5.5 Diagnostic Tool for Co-operative Firms

Province: Atlantic

Sector: Various

Type: Social enterprise (co-operative)

Broad Focus: Various
Type of Policy Engagement
Inclusion: No

Mobilization: No

Advocacy: No

Delivery: No

Internal/Governance: Yes (organizational model)
Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: co-operative worker participation and efficiency; accounting

Delivery Issue: No

Policy Process/Construction Issue: co-operative governance; alternative performance indicators

Level of Gov’t: Various

Department: Various

Government Funding: Yes

Policy Thread:

The working paper argues that Total Participation Theory, grounded in organizational psychology, is a good fit as a diagnostic tool for co-operatives to measure and manage worker participation. The project also found that mainstream (neoclassical) economics assumes co-operatives are inefficient, which explains why there is relative co-operative scarcity. Several studies, however, refute this inefficiency claim, and some postulate that ideological and institutional biases cause co-operative scarcity. Either way, a diagnostic tool to measure worker participation in all facets of organizational management is useful in measuring and ensuring efficiency.

McNamara, J. (2008). Review of existing tools based on co-operative principles. Halifax, Nova Scotia: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

Novkovic, S. (2008). Defining the co-operative difference. The Journal of Socio-Economics, 37(6), 2168-2177.

Novkovic, S., Stocki, R., & Hough, P. (2009) Participation in co-operative firms: Theory, measures and impacts (Working Paper No. 2009-09). Halifax, Nova Scotia: The Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

Project: 5.10 Employment Law for Canadian Worker Co-operatives

Province: Atlantic (all)
Sector: various
Type: social enterprise (co-operative)
Broad Focus: government policy
Type of Policy Engagement

Not Applicable - research project

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: policy framework
Delivery Issue: No
Policy Process/Construction Issue: layers of government
Level of Gov’t: federal; provincial
Department: various
Government Funding: no
Policy Thread:

This research project studied how employment law affects worker co-operatives, with particular concern for the definition of employee, member rights, employer rights, proper termination methods and the role of labour unions. The final product (thesis) provides a series of recommendations for worker co-operatives to follow, including the endorsement of Human Rights legislation into bylaws, establishment of Employment Equity programs, formal dispute resolution processes, and support for the labour movement (i.e., allow members to form/join a labour union). One particular concern for co-operatives is that employment law is under provincial jurisdiction even though a particular co-operative may be federally regulated. 
McNamara, J. (2009). Worker co-operatives and employment law in Canada (Working Paper No. 2011-03). Halifax, Nova Scotia: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.

Project: S.13 Examining the Risk of Lost Knowledge with Personnel Changes in Small Nonprofit Organizations on Prince Edward Island

Province: Prince Edward Island

Sector: Various

Type: Community organization 

Broad Focus: Various

Type of Policy Engagement 

Not Applicable - research project

Policy Issues Raised

Specific Policy Issue/Area: Not applicable








Delivery Issue: No
Policy Process/Construction Issue: data and tool for informed decision-making
Level of Gov’t: Federal, provincial

Department: various

Government Funding: no

Policy Thread:
Building on project 2.6 this project this project seeks to fill a gap in knowledge management research – which largely ignores SEOs. Hence, the aim of the project is to research how SEOs may retain and transfer knowledge when faced with personnel loss, thereby enhancing SEO sustainability. Research found that the aging Canadian workforce universally threatens organizational memory, but the risk for SEOs is especially significant given limited resources and funding as well as a smaller workforce and high turnover. Resourcefulness and social capital, nonetheless, can provide small SEOs the capacity to effectively manage knowledge. A toolkit to assist SEOs with knowledge management was generated, with tip sheets, how-to guides, and templates. 

Groome Wynne, B. (2010). Managing knowledge in small non-profit organizations: A toolkit and research report (Working Paper No. 2011-06). Halifax, Nova Scotia: Social Economy and Sustainability (SES/ÉSD) Research Network.
APPENDIX

POLICY THREADS DATABASE GUIDE

Social Economy and Sustainability Research Network
Project 1.7 Policy Threads Inventory and Analysis
A searchable database has been developed to facilitate using this Inventory. The purpose of the Policy Threads Database, developed under project 1.7 (Policy Threads), is to guide researchers or others interested in particular policy issues affecting the social economy in Atlantic Canada towards relevant projects conducted within the Social Economy and Sustainability (SES) Research Network. As such, the database is not meant to be a stand-alone research product, but is rather meant to be used synchronously with other documents from Project 1.7, principally the Inventory of Policy Threads, to help direct users towards other projects and documents. The database was designed so that those searching the SES Research Network for projects that deal with defined policy parameters (ex., projects focused on sustainable communities and engaged in mobilization activities) may be directed to the relevant projects. 

Using the database for directing oneself to policy relevant projects can be performed with the ‘filtering’ devise. A step by step guide in using the filtering devise is as follows:

1) Open Table1

2) On the top left of the program, make sure you’re on the ‘Home’ tab. 

3) Find the categories on the table relevant to your research, if you are searching for projects focused on sustainable communities that engage in mobilization activities, these categories would be the ‘Broad Focus’ and ‘Mobilization’ categories (found at the top of the table)

4) Click on the scroll-down arrow directly beside the relevant categories. On the scroll-down menu should be a series of options for filtering. For the categories with text variables (i.e. those categories without clicked boxes) a text variable may the best option. Hover the mouse over ‘Text Filters’ and another series of options should appear. Click on the most appropriate option and type the variable you want to find in the window that pops up (i.e. for the example above, type ‘sustainable community’:

i. “Equals…” is best for when you want to find projects that deal exclusively with that variable under the given category, i.e, projects relevant to ‘sustainable community’ but not also ‘government policy’, ‘inclusion’ or ‘sustainable environment’. 

ii. “Contains…” is best for when you want to find all the projects that deal with the chosen variable regardless of whether or not they also include other variables.

iii. “Does not contain…” is best for when you want to exclude a particular variable, i.e., if you are looking for projects that do not address issues of ‘inclusion’ as a broad focus, you would click this option and type ‘inclusion’.

If the category variables are not in text format but rather checked-box format, click the scroll-down menu beside the category and make sure only the options relevant to your search are clicked. 

5) After performing these steps, the list of projects that appear should only include those relevant to your search. For example, if you are searching for projected focused on sustainable communities and mobilization 15 projects should now appear. However, if you are searching for projects that deal with sustainable community only and not also ‘sustainable environment’ etc., only four projects will appear because you would have chosen 4)i. instead of 4)ii.. 

As many, or as few, categories as desired may be filtered, depending on the particular needs of your research. For example, if you only want projects in PEI and are not concerned with other parameters, you only need to filter the ‘Province’ category. If you desire PEI projects involved in various sectors, are community organizations with a broad focus only on inclusion and engage in mobilization, you will need to filter the ‘Province’ category as well as the ‘Sector’, ‘Type’, ‘Broad Focus’ and ‘Inclusion’ categories. After conducting this filter, you will find that only project 2.2 Community Accounts fits this criterion. The more categories you chose to filter the narrower the results will be. This may result in few projects appearing relevant but these remaining projects will be very precise to your research needs.  


