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In its first term, the 2021 CTL Faculty Fellowship project, Design Advocacy x Design Pedagogy, set out to support 
community engagement in courses across the BFA and MFA curricula within the Department of Interior Design. What 
started as an inward facing investigation about community-based pedagogy within the context of the built 
environment has since evolved into an institute-wide project to foster interdisciplinary dialogue about participatory 
design.  
 
Central to my research and programming are two interrelated initiatives- the Pratt Community Partnered Course 
Catalogue (CPCC) and the Perspectives on Participatory Design (PoPD) faculty panel discussion series. The CPCC 
documents Pratt courses and initiatives partnering students with community members beyond the institute’s gates 
(fig. 1).  The objective for this catalogue is to provide a cross-disciplinary lens into academic community partnerships 
while supporting continuity in community engagement. At an institutional level, the catalogue sheds light onto 
Pratt's expansive network of community partnerships, helping to assess the scope and impact of our civic 
engagement efforts. On a curricular level, the catalogue is designed to support interdisciplinary dialogue between 
faculty listed as key contacts across schools and departments and serve as a teaching tool for faculty who are 
interested in engaging in participatory practices in future coursework.  
 

 
Figure 1. Snapshot of the CPCC (Community Partnered Course Catalogue) 

The organization of the CPCC includes a description of each partnership, the mission statement of each community 
organization, the semester and recurrence of engagement, and contact information for both the academic and 
community leads involved. In its current state, the catalogue documents 64 community-partnered courses and 15 
non-curricular community engaged initiatives across Pratt Institute (fig. 2). 8 departments across 5 schools are 
included in the data, representing 29 unique faculty- 19 part time and 10 full time- who coordinate and teach 
community partnered projects. The CPCC lists 69 community partners including 9 schools, 4 community districts, 
and 56 nonprofit organizations. 50 of the partners are in New York, of which 28 are in Brooklyn and 2 are directly 
within a ½ mile radius of Pratt Institute’s Brooklyn campus in Clinton Hill. 
 
Beyond Pratt’s gates, the CPCC lists 20 community-partnered initiatives at AICAD schools and local design programs 
in New York City including Columbia University, FIT, SVA, Parsons New School, and Ryerson. These initiatives, 
including Parson’s Housing Justice Lab, FIT’s Integrated Service-Learning Project, New School Collaboratory, and 
Columbia’s Center for Resilient Cities, serve as institutional examples by which local schools have supported 
continuous community engagement within an academic environment. Additional tabs within the catalogue include 
a compilation of 21 professional case studies from community-led firms engaging in participatory architecture, urban 
planning, and design for social innovation, as well as a list of 41 interactive tools and resources which support faculty 
in integration of participatory processes into their courses. Such references include an Inequity Catcher created by 

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/14AWzo6WIZxxP8E6jrae5g8khzpz8Dv0etzZ0w6F3WPs/edit#gid=638743779
https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1l1aOvrMLaRD_5_PmzdkhNMVD_hd5fBX7?usp=sharing
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the Stanford D School, Tools for Assessment of Service Learning from Duke University, as well as guides for Equity 
Centered Community Design from the Creative Reaction Lab, among others.  
 

 
Figure 2. Data Summary of CPCC (Community Partnered Course Catalogue) 

Strategically, the CPCC made evident the vast network of Pratt faculty who are teaching community facing courses 
across the institute, as well as the many frameworks through which we understand and engage in participatory 
practices. Acknowledging the complex dynamics of working across cultures, contexts, and communities, I reached 
out to 18 faculty members listed as lead contacts in the catalogue to hear first-hand about their experience with 
sustaining academic community partnerships. These conversations laid the groundwork for “Perspectives on 
Participatory Design,” a 2-part faculty panel series, which was conceived of in response to the perceived 
departmental silo-ing of community-led initiatives across camps and the unanimous desire to frame an 
interdisciplinary dialogue on the topic. 
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The first of two public panels, "Perspectives on Participatory Design I," (fig. 3) was held virtually on March 16th, 2021. 
The panel focused on community-led projects within the Department of Interior Design. Working under the 
conviction that outcome-oriented syllabi leave our goals and objectives aligned, but our methodologies siloed and 
that design studios promote resolved spatial solutions over learned spatial practices, the first panel asked, how do 
we set the stage for human centered design thinking? What if instead of seeking resolution we sought difficult 
dialogue? Instead of reviewing final projects we reviewed infrastructural processes. Instead of idealistically asking 
"what if " and "why" we spoke realistically about "how" and "with whom."  
 
Centering the discussion on how we teach participation, panelists were asked to provide concrete examples of 
project prompts, assignments, and exercises from their own teaching and outreach. Panelists shared how they 
structure academic projects to address the needs, considerations, and experiences of all participants, as well as how 
they frame expectations, objectives, roles, and contributions throughout the co-design process. Speakers from the 
first PoPD panel included 4 Interior Design faculty members: Keena Suh, Alex Schweder, Jack Travis, and Jon Otis, as 
well as one faculty member from the Department of Social Science and Cultural Studies, Luka Lucic. Presenters drew 
examples from a vast range Pratt based community partnerships including the Kingston Creative Exchange, SDR 
Coalition, Forsyth Academy, Stanton Task Force, the National Alliance for Mental Illness, Caringkind, the New 
Sanctuary Coalition, the Bushwick Generator, and Ifetayo Cultural Dance Academy.  
 
The second panel (fig. 4) was held virtually on April 23rd, 2021. This event built upon our initial discussion, and 
allowed us to look beyond our discipline, to participatory practices within other departments and schools across our 
institute. Highlighting practices within 6 departments on campus, speakers discussed how different disciplines 
empower students to co-create and co-contribute to their outreach and learning process. Panelists included Heather 
Lewis and Rebecca Krucoff from Art and Design Education, Caitlin Cahill from Social Science and Cultural Studies, 

Figures 3 & 4. Event Posters for Perspectives on Participatory Design I & II 
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Zehra Kuz from Undergraduate Architecture, Gita Nandan from the GCPE, and Amy Khoshbin from the School of Fine 
Arts. Panelists spoke passionately about their practice in Critical Participatory Action Research, (CPAR), 
publics/participatory democracy, building equity frameworks, as well as specific academic and professional 
community engaged projects. 96 faculty members, students, alumni, and non-Pratt attendees registered for the  
events, of which 54 attended. The panels were recorded and shared with all registered attendees for subsequent 
viewing.  
 
Concurrent with my curricular research, I was able to attend the 2021 Ashoka U Exchange, held virtually, on March 
16-19, 2021. The exchange fostered a uniquely reflective and forward-looking global discourse on the topic of 
change-making educational eco-systems and called for empowering student ownership over the learning process 
through co-creation, adaptive engagement, and place-based community learning. While I felt the notion of 
change-making was problematic in its assumption that all communities seek change, and that all problems 
identified by designers are co-conceived as such by community stakeholders, the exchange provided a useful lens 
to move away from technical problem solving and towards a more adaptive challenge mindset. Such a mindset 
allows students and practitioners to dive deeper, to engage with communities more fully, and to seek out invisible 
proactive solutions over the visible reactive ones.  

Presenters, being mindful to not perpetuate power dynamics which place practice-based expertise over lived 
experience expertise, addressed power head on. Several speakers addressed their own attempts to shift the 
balance of power within the academy, suggesting that all strategies and processes for social change must first be 
applied to the classroom, empowering students to explore techniques such as active listening, appreciative inquiry, 
design thinking, and asset mapping on themselves, first. One speaker addressed the notion of sharing power with 
community partners, engaging them in a process which fostered co-creation, co-design, co-implementation, and 
co-evaluation.  While participatory exercises such as these resonated with me as a community design practitioner 
and academic, I never concretely identified these techniques as part of formal change-maker curriculum. As such, 
it was moving to engage in and learn from formalized approaches to teaching participation and empowering co-
creation as hallmarks of responsible pedagogy and equitable practice. 

Looking ahead into Fall 2021, my hope is to build upon participatory examples from the Ashoka U Exchange, and to 
reconvene key voices from the CPCC and PoPD panels to consider what comes next. Foundational to this work is 
addressing the infrastructural hurdles which lie in the way of sustaining continuous curricular-based community 
engagement. These hurdles include inadequate financial support for project pre-development and relationship 
building, discontinuity in oversight and lack of follow-up with project partners, resource gaps resulting from a 
misalignment between academic project calendars with year-round community needs, and planning challenges due 
to fluctuations in course enrollment coupled with unpredictable part-time teaching loads which make it difficult to 
commit to a community partnership. Part of this research will include hearing from local stakeholders and past 
participatory partners to learn about their experience with academic collaborations; community voices which are 
traditionally absent from project assessment yet fundamental to moving forward in this realm. Additional 
considerations will include the need for institute-wide ethical guidelines and faculty training in academic-community 
partnership work, as well as continuity in oversight over a growing network of participatory courses. Understanding 
that collaboration is the key to amplifying and supporting academic-community partnerships, I look forward to 
embarking on future project research in an interdisciplinary forum. Towards this end, I am considering various 
platforms for shared dialogue including a collective presentation at the Fall Forum on Pedagogies of Reparation and 
Rebuilding, a Fall 2021 Faculty Learning Community on Participatory Design (FLC) as well as a collaboration with the 
School of Design DEI partnership group on the publication of a Handbook for Participation.  


