
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
Towards its goal of tackling significant local and global challenges, the Institute for Global Development (IGD) 
at the University of New South Wales is forging a research and practice stream that seeks to ‘reimagine’ 
development. This stream forms part of the IGD’s Partnerships, Practice and Global Goals Initiative, which 
aims to build partnerships that balance the rights of communities to determine their development pathways 
while contributing to collective goals. 
 

refine inputs on a 
selected set of ideas and case studies that are central to the reimagining agenda. 
 
The body of work emerging from these roundtables will be drawn on to explore and develop a method for 
reimagining development in contexts of uncertainty and disruption. The roundtables will also lay the 
foundation for a potential future program of collaborative activity. 
 
The first roundtable provided a forum for the presentation and discussion of five papers which will provide 
specific case studies and act as catalysts for conversation. The second roundtable drew together key themes 
and lessons from the first roundtable to identify concrete next steps. The roundtables have also provided the 
initial basis for networking a strategic community, to begin to engage in a discourse on reimagining 
development from a research to praxis perspective. Participants included private sector, academic research, 
and practice-based organizations, who are interested in creative approaches to supporting development in 
disrupted and transitional contexts within and around Australia. 
 

On 9 November 2020, the Institute for Global Development hosted a roundtable on ‘Reimagining 
Development: How do Practice-Based Approaches Shape the Localisation of Development?’. The roundtable 
built on preparatory webinars and discussions conducted over the past two months with the aim to build 
partnerships between a network of academics, private sector, practitioners, and policymakers for 
reimagining development that balances the rights of communities to determine their development pathways 
while contributing to collective goals. 
 
The workshop was convened and led by Dr George Varughese, Research to Practice Associate at the Institute 
for Global Development and Senior Strategic Advisor at Niti Foundation. In alluding to the idea underpinning 
his paper ‘Reimagining Development for a Disrupted World’, Dr Varghese set the tone for the roundtable. He 
spoke of how the disruptions and shifts in development contexts of the 21st century are substantial and 
require a reimagining of disciplinary referents, signifiers, and orientations while supporting activities that 
(re)insert deeply contextual and practical knowledge to reframe the discourse and the practice of 
development.  



 
 
 

 



 
 
 

 
Understanding human and ecological adaptation and the role of uncertainty form the staple diet of intellectual 
work undertaken by historians. Historians (who examine the past) share with policy makers (who seek to 
determine the future) a concern for complexity and uncertainty. In that context, some development 
practitioners have begun looking at broadening traditionally held views of political economy for a greater 
emphasis on insights from the field of history. There seems to be a ‘historical turn’ taking place in writings on 
development especially when it comes to understanding the institutional characteristics of societies that might 
promote or hinder economic, social, and political development. This paper will reflect upon how the work of 
historians can provide lessons for development practitioners on how to be more critical of their own starting 
points, assumptions, and expectations. 
 
Discussion 
Professor Michael’s paper focused on how the work of historians can illuminate lessons for development 
practitioners by providing ways to be more critical of their own starting points, assumptions, and 
expect



 
 
 

conflict resolution and state formation; (2) democratisation; (3) transparency and accountability (4) the 
transnational; (5) literacy (civic, legal, constitutional); and (6) resources and time. 
 
The subsequent discussion raised important questions about the normative framework on which the 
development sector is based. Ms Hemming added that the normative framework of public participation — 
based on the Western liberal idea needs to be critically assessed and that Dr Samarartne’s six dimensions 
offer a useful framework. Other participants raised the practical question regarding the ideal degree of public 
participation that should be pursued and the information asymmetry between the donors and the participants 




