Disciplinary Background and Research Methodology 
In disciplinary terms, we shall primarily utilize a sociological approach. This will enable us to build on our largely sociological, prior studies of SDP, and to pursue fully our research objectives and questions, notably on: the SDP sector’s social construction and power relations; how SDP programmes are socially implemented and experienced in three selected fields of activity and five selected locations; and how future policies and practices in the sector may be pursued. Our research methods, data analysis and broad analytical framework are substantially sociological. The project has substantial interdisciplinary links to anthropology, notably through influencing our prior research, analysis and publications; our qualitative methods; and, our understanding of the complexity of cultural structures and processes when conducting cross-cultural comparative research, particularly in developing societies. The project features further interdisciplinary links to the social scientific ‘studies’ areas of disability, peace and conflict resolution, human rights, development, and globalization studies. For example, we shall explore: how peace, disability and human rights are understood by SDP stakeholders in different contexts; and, how different SDP organizations interact with other development and peace-building agencies. We shall also explore the intersections of these research fields within SDP contexts. For example, in post-conflict zones, SDP work often assists those who have suffered disabling injuries and human rights abuses. We should note also that all of these studies areas have been deeply influenced by a wide range of social scientific disciplines, including sociology and anthropology. The research will primarily employ a comparative case-study methodology. Widely used in sociology and related disciplines, the comparative approach enables the generation of research findings with stronger validity and reliability than the single-setting approach, which is otherwise limited by context. The case-study approach enables us to examine the process-based aspects of SDP activities in different contexts, drawing out the diverse social dynamics and developmental features.  We shall undertake two types of case-study research relating to our selected fields and selected locations of major SDP activity.   
 
1) Case Study Research Fields: Disability, Peace-Building, and Human Rights 
The SDP sector has many fields of intervention – e.g. promoting health, education, peace, and civil rights – and it would be impossible to examine all in one project. Hence, this project focuses on three case-study fields of major social activity within SDP. First, research will be conducted into SDP and disability. Sport has been used for over sixty years as a rehabilitation tool for people who are disabled, initially as ‘war wounded’, and now for more general populations. Currently, substantial SDP work is conducted in post-conflict locations with high numbers of war casualties. Sport is also used to assist people with disabilities in terms of physical and psychological development, social integration, and extension of human rights. Second, peace-building and conflict resolution are critical and defining components of SDP. Many SDP programmes have been established in divided communities in order to ‘break the ice’, to facilitate normal social contacts, to promote rule-governed behaviour, to provide enjoyable contexts for teaching pro-peace messages, and to rehabilitate those injured and traumatized by violent conflict. Many peace-building programmes have also been employed in settings with high levels of urban crime and to combat gender-based violence (e.g. Jamaica, Colombia, Brazil, West and Southern Africa). Third, our research on human rights will build on prior work which highlighted how different organizations pursue this issue within and through sport in diverse ways. Key themes here in relation to sport include the advocacy of legal, civil, political, social, economic, and industrial rights, such as for women, ethnic minorities, disabled people, and factory workers; advocacy of the right to development; and also campaigns against the state repression or market exploitation of different populations.  
 
2) Case Study Research Locations 
The SDP sector is highly transnational in organization and locations of activity; most SDP programmes are implemented in developing nations. Thus, in order to understand how SDP work is conducted and experienced, it is essential for fieldwork to be undertaken in major settings of SDP activity. We have selected five case study national settings in which major SDP activity occurs. Preliminary research has been conducted in three locations; strong links have been secured with SDP organizations in the other two. The five selected locations reflect the geographic and cultural diversity of SDP programming, and therefore allow for a rigorous and comprehensive comparative analysis, to strengthen the validity and reliability of our findings. Thus, research will be undertaken in Europe; Africa, where the largest share of SDP work is conducted; central Asia; and, the Caribbean. Each selected location is the site of substantial SDP activity in our three research fields (disability, peace-building, and human rights). X locations are all post-conflict nations following relatively recent and intense forms of warfare. Each conflict was associated with different levels and kinds of war-related injury and disability, and also raised different issues concerning human rights violations. X provides a different type of context for SDP activity, particularly with regard to combatting very high levels of urban violence and violent crime, promoting social inclusion for disabled groups (as the first nation to ratify the UN Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities), and advancing human rights (e.g. for LGBT communities). X is often presented by international SDP stakeholders as hosting one of the world’s largest and best models of SDP activity; current SDP initiatives include work to promote human rights (e.g. health, gender empowerment), the social inclusion of people with disabilities, and reducing gender-related violence. Research in each setting will focus on sport’s role in peace-building, engaging peoples with disability, and advancing different human rights.   Overall, this comparative, multi-field, multi-site, case-study approach facilitates the development of a robust, empirically-refined social scientific understanding of SDP. Comparative study will enable us to respond directly to our research objectives and questions on how the SDP sector is structured; how SDP organizations and programmes are implemented and experienced; how the SDP sector engages with disability, peace-building, and human rights; and, what future strategies, policies and practices should be pursued by stakeholders within the sector. Thus, our comparison-based research findings will also enable us to have stronger impacts on the SDP sector, by advancing more robust recommendations on future policies, practices, and strategies.  
Research Groups and Data Collection 
To meet the project’s aims and objectives, we shall use purposive sampling and a combination of cluster and snowball sampling to guide qualitative data collection. Purposive sampling will be used in data collection with key informants who are leading decision-makers and practitioners within the SDP sector. Snowball sampling will guide data collection in our five selected research locations and at three SDP events, as well as through further primary research (e.g. telephone interviews). These samples will begin from a very strong research base, featuring both our many existing contacts in the SDP sector, and the many contacts facilitated by our research gatekeepers. Forms of cluster sampling will also guide data collection with key informants, in research locations, at SDP events, and in broader primary research. Cluster sampling will ensure that sufficient data is gathered from each type of SDP stakeholder. Each cluster will represent a particular type of SDP stakeholder; from our substantial prior research, these types are identified as local and national NGOs, international NGOs, local and national governments, international governmental organizations, private donors, sport bodies, campaign groups, SDP user groups, and wider communities where SDP work is conducted. We shall establish an ‘audit trail’ of research participants, to monitor continuously our progress in engaging with each cluster and to guarantee the social diversity of research participants (e.g. along gender and ethnicity lines). The trail will be independently overseen by Professor X, an expert in international sport organization with research experience in SDP. We have employed purposive, cluster and snowball sample methods extensively in our prior qualitative research. Our data collection methods, focusing directly on our research objectives and questions, will be primarily qualitative, and will feature: 
1) Semi-Structured Interviews: A minimum 180 semi-structured interviews will be undertaken in two main contexts. First, most interviews will be conducted in the five research locations (n=30, total 150). All types or clusters of SDP stakeholders will be engaged, notably officials with governmental organizations, NGOs, sport governing bodies, and campaign groups; private sponsors; and also SDP user groups and wider community members. Second, further interviews (n=30) will be held: in settings where key stakeholders are based (e.g. NGOs and governmental organizations in Switzerland); at three major SDP events attended by diverse SDP organizations; and remotely via telephone/Skype. All 180 interviews will be tape-recorded, professionally transcribed then verified by the research assistant. Further semi-structured and unstructured interviews will be undertaken during fieldwork with SDP stakeholders, and written up through the routine taking of field-notes. 2) Qualitative Fieldwork: A minimum of four full weeks of qualitative fieldwork will be undertaken in each of five research locations. Each location will be visited twice over the project’s duration, enabling us to examine the processual aspects of SDP work, revealing continuities and changes in each setting. Fieldwork will consist primarily of observation and interviews, at SDP programmes and events in the five research locations, and at three international SDP conferences, where the interaction of SDP officials will be of particular interest.   3) Documentary Research: This will feature the compilation and analysis of public documents, such as reports by different SDP agencies on their activities; and, compilation of background SDP-related materials from the mass media, and the websites of sport federations, NGOs, and local social movements.  
4) Quantitative Data Compilation: This will feature secondary data, such as ‘monitoring and evaluation’ statistical data that has been generated hitherto by SDP programmes. 
   Overall, these methods have proved to be effective and productive in our prior work on SDP.  
 
Data Analysis and Broad Analytical Framework 
Our data analysis and broad analytical framework will engage fully with all research aims, objectives and questions. Data analysis will be in two stages, using three analytical techniques in particular. In Stage 1, the raw data will undergo ‘thematic analysis’ to draw out distinctive and/or consistent themes, differentiated by their prevalence and significance. Raw data from interviews will also undergo ‘narrative analysis’, to draw out the reflexivity of interviewees, notably on how SDP work and the SDP sector are understood. In Stage 2, particularly through the process of ‘analytical induction’, the initial and emerging findings from Stage 1 will be examined with reference to our ‘broad analytical framework’.  
    The broad analytical framework will draw together three theoretical perspectives which we have developed separately in prior work, and also our continuing critical engagement with wider relevant literatures. The framework’s diverse components will be subjected to systematic testing and critical examination during the project. First, we shall engage with X theorization of the SDP sector as an aspect of ‘global civil society’; thus, the SDP sector is understood as a ‘field’ comprising different stakeholders that hold diverse positions on the social role of sport. We shall also engage with X model which differentiates SDP programmes and initiatives into three categories: ‘technical’, ‘practical’/dialogical’, and ‘critical’. Second, we shall engage with X recent calls to understand SDP practice and policy with reference to critical development studies as well as critical sport studies. Both literatures caution that the uncritical deployment of international development initiatives may perpetuate models of top-down delivery, rather than social change. Third, we shall engage with X theorization of disability as a social construct that emerges from how adapted physical activities (including disability sport) are organized and managed. International conventions on disability in principle enhance the lives of people with disabilities, however everyday marginalization may be exacerbated by lack of sporting provisions or access to expensive technologies (e.g. wheelchairs, prosthetic limbs). Fourth, we shall continue to engage with relevant wider literatures on SDP, peace, disability, human rights, development and globalization. Theories and findings from these literatures will be critically examined and developed within our analytical framework where appropriate. Overall, the two stages of data analysis and the broad analytical framework will enable us to identify key themes in the data, to test and critically extend theories on SDP, and to apply wider theories to the analysis of SDP. The two stages and the broad framework will blend macro- and micro-social aspects; will facilitate both top-down analysis of the sector and bottom-up studies of everyday SDP work and user experiences; and will be mainly sociological, while having substantial links to anthropology, and ‘studies’ fields on disability, peace, human rights, development, and globalization. 
 
Datasets Review, Access, Ethics and Risk Assessment 
[bookmark: _GoBack]A full review of datasets has been conducted. The following terms were used to search the Qualidata archive: ‘sport and international development’, ‘sport and peace’, ‘sport and disability’, ‘sport and human rights’. No prior research was listed in our research areas, hence the need for new data. Our research groups will be accessed in three main ways. First, we have excellent, extensive research contacts from our preliminary research in X, X and X, and also with international SDP organizations. We have also attended several major international SDP conferences in the past, and this experience will greatly assist our research at three major SDP events for this project. Second, key international SDP organizations (UNOSDP, Commonwealth Secretariat, UK Sport, streetfootballworld, and Sport and Development platform) will act as gatekeepers in our five selected locations, and have provided us with initial links to over 50 of their SDP partners. Third, further contacts will increase through research ‘snowballing’ (drawing on our study groups to gain more research contacts), and by building new contacts as research is underway. We have extensive experience of using these access techniques in our prior qualitative research.  In our five selected locations, we shall follow our previous and successful research practice by hiring a local guide (usually an English-speaking student) to provide practical support (e.g. with logistics, informal translation) in return for modest fees. Full details on Ethics and Risk Assessment are provided in the main application. The proposal has undergone full ethical scrutiny and risk assessment in accordance with ESRC, and researcher institutions.   

