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Introduction

This project is part of a larger initiative entdl®ur Selves Our Daughter$he larger project aims at raising
awareness at the community level and with serviogigers with regard to female genital cutting @egrated
within socio-cultural and, sexuality and sexual agmgroductive health issues. In “Tools for Changegd
resources (booklets from here on) sharing storaga the communities of interest, were developegrtonote
discussion and change at a community level arduadssue of female genital cutting (FGC), a practiat
many immigrant and refugee women of African hestagWinnipeg have identified as needing to end.
Community change was seen as essential to sugpamge in women and girls’ livés.

We originally envisioned completing this reportwdata gathered with women and community members in
leadership positions or well-respected go-to pe@pken and women) in 2011 and 2012. Upon securindsto
expand our research this year, we were able togengen and youth in conversations on FGC. Thisvakbus
to complete “Tools for Change” that incorporatensdrom adult men and women, and young men andg/oun
women in the two communities of interest.

The Approach

In this project, we followed the following princigs:

* Invitation by newcomer communities to work in coltaation to address the adverse impacts of FGC
and support prevention

* Close collaboration with two communities of intdriesproject design, implementation and
evaluation

» A focus on enhancing the social, emotional, andtational supports for African newcomer women
affected by FGC.

» Direction for key project decision lies with womienthe community

» A strengths-based approach (e.g., acknowledgingdheess of culture, women'’s role in family and
community) and a capacity-building approach (ergentoring and hiring women in the community)

* A belief in the necessity of a “whole community eggch” for sustainable and meaningful change in
women and daughters’ lives.

! Throughout the life of the project, we have witlthiie names of the national communities in ourlipuieports. This
decision has been made by request of some membtiess community who believed that by mentioning ethcommunity
participated, and for that matter, is raising #sue of FGC, the national communities, and in @alegir women would be
further stigmatized. We are currently working witinee national communities affected by FGC.

2Full reports of the research with these two comtiemican be found at www.serc.mb.ca/projects/fergaletal-cutting
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The Activities

Booklet Development

The main activities were the development of two samity-oriented booklets. We extracted and adaftted
content from notes of the focus group discussiaitts @@mmunity members, and final research repditts.
booklets reflect community perspectives on femalaimncision and change. These booklets are medrgdome
resources that can be used to facilitate commuozEised dialogue. They are concrete resources fmmananity-
based education and mobilization process, the feeadhich emerged from our community-based resedrbk
cover page of one of the booklets is apperided.

To keep some consistency and work within availagdeurces (i.e., funds and time) we followed theket
designed produced for another community in 201ill, & assessed and adapted the ‘look and fedhede
booklets with guidance from a number of communigmmbers. We hired two community facilitators to conduct
this process. The community facilitators provideddback on the content as well as on the ‘lookfeeid
Because this version of the booklets was compliet&shglish, we were not able to fully assess thaeat with
some of these participants.

Community Meetings

Upon completion of the booklets, we held three camity sessions to share or ‘launch’ the reportsTings
our research full-circle and allows us to give baxkhe community by providing a concrete tool ibia the
process of community-led change. We had originatyned to conduct two community sessions, but rcpa
this to three to accommodate one of the communitipsn discussions with one of the communitiesgeeided
to conduct sex/gender segregated meetings, forsmaale for females. We hired two young men to asstbtthe
organization and facilitation of the meetings.

The first part of the meeting was to reintroducetiain findings of the project and assess thepragation of
these findings. We divided the group by sex/gemnalé&e able to listen and discuss issues and fisdimgre
freely. Then, the whole group came together fooramunity dialogue on what the findings and the teisk
meant to them, and how to move forward with thgqmto The discussions were facilitated in firstgaage.

Sixteen (16) participants, adult men and women,yauethg women and men, attended the first ‘laundle’
anticipated 30 participants; however, quick weatiamge the day of the meeting may have preverepl@
from attending.

Twelve adult and young women attended the secandch.’ Originally planned to meet for two houhés group
of women gathered for four hours. All the particifsmarrived a half-hour before the anticipated heigig of the
meeting, signaling interest for the project.

Finally, 12 adult and young men attended our lae#ting. Because of an unexpected community evanteim
successfully rescheduled the meeting to accommanaseé invitees.

All the community meetings were held on weekendsing the afternoon or late afternoon hours.

3Full community report available at www.serc.mb.cejcts/female-genital-cutting
“see, SERC (2010) Talking Together About Change ledok
http://www.serc.mb.ca/sites/default/files/resouftatking_Together_About_Change_Community Report.pdf
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The Evaluation

The objectives of the evaluation were to learn alizeiprocess of developing community-friendly bletdk for
disseminating findings of the research and as la@aacite community conversations on FGC, andgeess
acceptability and intent of further disseminatiow aise in communities via the participants.

The findings from this report originate mainly frahe assessment of the draft of booklets with comiyu
members (individually and in groups), feedback frbie community-facilitators and the overall project
facilitator, and a short questionnaire deployethatend of the booklet launch sessions. The quesices were
translated into the main languages spoken in tbesenunities.

Findings

PRODUCT DEVELOPMENT PROCESS

Although limited to a few one-on-one conversatiaith community members, and feedback from a grdup o
women, those providing feedback of the bookletsrhadh to say.

The community facilitators found that there wasadjreception for the booklets in the communitye Phocess
of consultation did not only help us to obtain fleack on the booklets, but on the project in genéwetording to
feedback from many in one of the communities, wee#o realize that this is a "much needed projectiese
communities.

In one of the communities, the community facilitatwicated that the elders were thanking SERCthad
community facilitator for taking leadership andrgarg on with this project. According to her, peeghid that
unlike other experiences when they had been askeatidir input and not hearing back, SERC has eudktirat in
this project the project staff has gone back tocttramunity. Community consultants appreciated ¢higinuous
engagement and were willing to meet with our team.

Conversely, we learned that not all in the comnyuaftenly accept this project. This community fdatthr has
faced comments opposing her work. Some women waetldupport her work in the area of sexual and
reproductive health. Similarly, she had heard fraen who would not support their wives to partiogot this
line of work. However, having listened to what wonand young women have to say in this project, the
community facilitator is more than convinced of tieeds in her community. Resistance to activitigerojects
on sensitive topics does not come as a surprise.

According to the other community facilitator, conmity members appreciated that she, as a commurtyglrar,
facilitated the process. People indicated that telysafer to openly talk and provide feedback mtedking with
others in the community on this sensitive topic.
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Specific Feedback to the "Look and Feel" of the Bddets

Those who assessed the draft of the booklets viregpy” to see this resource. In all, they liked¢bkors, and
appreciated some of the objects chosen to représenbmmunity (e.g., star, camel) and suggestest dems as
well. One of the comments pointed to having mowiva people” instead of representations of pesjitang
down. This was believed to show that people wereereagaged in change and defy notions of lazin©sker
comments were to add pictures of elders speakigguth.

Unfortunately, due to limited time and resources,all the items were incorporated. The change® wer
prioritized in collaboration between the bookletterrand the community facilitators.

We already pointed out a considerable shortconrgaking the booklets completely accessible tinahe
community - the language of the booklets is Englishmaximize accessibility to the content of tleklets, we
decided on using "plain language" guidelines. Tloeiiporation of quotes to "speak for themselvesthen
different themes explored in the research werelzdéieved to maximize understanding of the material
Translation would be key for new arrivals, and sen@mbers of the community that remain isolatedawemot
accessed English training. Unfortunately, that imayhe case for many women.

BOOKLET LAUNCH
Booklet Launch with First Community — What we Learned

Female circumcision is still a taboo subject. Ebedy knows it exists, but nobody talks about itagsl
they have sessions like this (man)

Here we summarize topics that introduced discussinghideas not expressed in our research and tatios.
Reactions to Males' Perspectives

We observed that participants were receptive obtiaklet, and engaged vividly in the discussionshen
findings of the research. The men focused thegudision on the matter of “virginity.” Findings difet research
pointed to (non)importance of marrying a sexuafijnitiated woman (i.e., virgin) among men. At theeting,
the men agreed with a common belief that FGC weunklrre young women to remain a virgin till marriage
However, they believed that society has changedtatdiirginity “should not be the criteria to gearried.”
They explained that nowadays some couples tendtttmdgnow each other intimately or even live tbgetfor
some time before marriage, “and decide if theyfiate spend the rest of their lives together.” @ersely, others
argued that there is still an expectation that yowomen be virgins for the future husbands. This explained,
would guarantee that she would be "respected'hirést of her life. This group of men followedgglus
beliefs that forbid sex before marriage. Some bidi@ved that marrying a non-virgin would bring abmistrust
and conflict in the marriage. Asides from the isstigirginity, some men said that they would prefemarry an
uncircumcised woman to prevent sexual intimacy l@molk. As we heard during the research groups, éme
these men felt that as it is women’s sexual désil@wv, and that added female circumcision wouldhfer reduce
women’s sexual interest.

Men were also not sure about how to determinenbanan is circumcised. This question may mean tiladagh
female circumcision is common in their communitieen do not know what the woman’s body looks like,
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that the bodies they know are similar, or thattyipe of circumcision affecting the women they mapk
corresponds to less conspicuous forms of genitalification (i.e., type | or type I1y.

Women reacted to the men’s perspectives from theareh with interest. They spoke at large aboutsnen
responsibility concerning FGC. While men would #agt the decision to carry female circumcision wethe
hands of both parents, the women emphasized th@tde@urred to please men (e.g., for men to havpieet"
wife, or have a "disciplined" girl). Throughout shdiscussion we realized that women belonged ferdift ethnic
groups with different reasons for upholding thecpice, and for whom the practice looked differdfur instance,
some indicated that the girl would also “decideberome circumcised. This was attributed to thedawanting
to be similar to other girls in the community. Liabe the women explained that circumcision occunsmthe
girls are 12 years old or older. Other women iniddhat women are circumcised when they are Iider,
believing that if the genitalia is “cut” before aty@ the organs would grow back again. This waditbetime that
other women in the group had heard this explanafibis was also our first time.

One of the participants was puzzled by all the $oon the prevention of female circumcision in @& L0 years
(referring to her experiences with campaigns bawké). She asked: “almost all women before thest] [1®
years were circumcised, but they are living a ndtifea Why is such a huge problem?” To this quastiother
women in the group responded by referring to harsudugical practices that could put girls at risk infections
or other health problems, and to the need to prgids from harm.

Everyone was supportive of the abandonment of feriatumcision. They believed that younger genenati
would not support this practice, and the practioelld come to an end soon. Everyone also suppoaeancinity
education involving the whole community.

Reactions to Females' Perspectives

Recorded comments from the women confirmed therfgelfrom the research discussed at the meetingiéo
attributed much change to the practice of FGC taational campaigns. Many had also been exposed to
prevention messages promulgated by religious Isadée involvement of religious leaders was meant t
disassociate FGC from being required by religidil, Some women mentioned that there are stillgjeavho
relate FGC to religion. Some of the women felt theye a testament to change by explaining that gagents
decided not to circumcise them.

Sharing the personal story of how her daughter darbe circumcised one of the participants illustiethat
power may be outside parents' purview. She explaimat while she was successful in keeping her ld@adrom
being circumcised, her mother (the child’s grandmaotdid not agree and organized her daughtecaroitision
in her absence.

®> The World Health Organization (WHO) classifies f#encircumcision into four types. Type |, partialtotal removal of the
clitoris and/or the prepuce; Type I, partial oralaemoval of the clitoris and the labia minorathwor without excision of
the labia majora; Type lll, narrowing of the vadindfice with creation of a covering seal by cnfiand appositioning the
labia minora and/or the labia majora, with or withexcision of the clitoris, and; Type 1V, all othearmful procedures to
the female genitalia for non-medical purposesgf@mple: pricking, piercing, incising, scraping aditerization. See,
WHO (2008) Eliminating Female Genital MutilationnAnteragency Statement
http://whqlibdoc.who.int/publications/2008/97892886842_eng.pdf?ua=1
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Discussions on changes in legislation that profidiC led us to find out that some women did notwkittat in
Canada it is illegal for parents to take their dgags out of the country to be circumcised.

When discussing the findings from women's perspestithe men focused on a number of items. Howewech

of their interest was on talking about women's aéitgu In this regard men believed that women didl n
demonstrate much sexual desire, but they alsoveelithat this was not necessarily attributed to K&though
this may be a factor sometimes). They felt that s a result of their socialization as women iwitheir
community. This, the men believed, would get inwsgy of women showing their sexual desire and @geiOn
the other hand, they also said that men contritmutieis by chastising women who are sexually foovdihis
attitude would oppress women, they said. Men supgdarhanges in the way men and women communicaig ab
sexuality. They wanted more open communicationiwithe family "because it makes the family stronged

the couple's relationship more enjoyable.” In supfoe open communication, one of the men saigdifneone is
hungry and doesn't have food, he will look outgtde home]. Same way works for sex."

They supported research findings that stated &t I changing. This is mostly supported by younger
generations, but they also said that it would tétke to see it completely gone. Although they hadekthat
women make the decision to circumcise their dawghiteen's financial contribution to the proceduue (paying
the circumciser) and celebrations makes them caihpiid knowledgeable of the practice.

Men supported more open discussions about sexiralibe community, and commended this initiative fo
bringing the "whole" community together.

According to the responses to our end-of-meetirggtjonnaire, all the respondents believed thatdpies
addressed by th@ur Selves Our Daughteisitiative were relevant to their community. Sienily, everyone
indicated that the meeting designed to share andh’ the booklets to the community was a “good waty
talking about FGC in the community.

As per the booklet, while all women thought that thport was a “good tool” to engage people insdodues
about FGC in their community, a few men (33%) wasesure. The rest of the men agreed with the workn
but one of the participants indicated that they i@iare the booklet with others in their communitize
participant who did not agree with this, a maleswat sure about sharing it with the community.

100.00%

50.00%

Not Sure

0.00% Yes

Y
es Not Sure

Is the report
a good tool
to get people

talking about report.with
FGCinour Othersinour

. ity?
community? community?

Would you
share the
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Recommendations
The following are some of the main recommendatoposed by the participants:

» Translating the booklet into two common languagethé communities

» Holding more sessions, including gender and ageifspand "whole community" forums, that include
more information on female circumcision, and audioal materials in first language

* Holding similar sessions to the "launch" in the sugntime

» Considering the incorporation of volunteers wittfie project model. Like in previous work, some
participants offered to volunteer for the project

» Considering the incorporation of people of diffdrage ranges, and community and religious leaders i
the dissemination of the booklet. This cadre ofgbeavould ensure the booklet reaches more people in
the community. Men felt that these people wouldiréee brochure to those with no sufficient English
language proficiency. They would also help withestproject activities.

Booklet Launch with Second Community - What We Leaned

These two gender/sex segregated meetings weratterilded. The participants were very impressedhdy t
booklet, which set the stage for an open convensaRarticipants in both groups engaged in a “liBate
discussion punctuated with laughter. The partidipaiso appreciated the "home- like” atmospherateceduring
the session. Here the community facilitators ergtimat there was music and that the food was apiptep
These were important tools in facilitating dialoglrewhat follows, we present key discussion items.

Reactions to Females' Perspectives

With respect to the findings from the research aitlilt women and young women, all the particip&sitghat
all the ideas presented reflected what they savetine "reality." Here, the women engaged in furtliscussion
on female circumcision, mostly reiterating what hexe heard during the focus groups. Although theearo
supported the practice of FGC, they were cleargiregy infibulation, the most extensive form of fdena
circumcision, and the most common within this comityu

The women were quite surprised by some of the mesarisments about wanting to know if their future @gv

were circumcised. Adult women, in particular, fouhi$ odd as they believed men would know thatvalinen
would be circumcised. This points to the need fothfer understanding of why men would be now asking)

from women.

Towards the end of the session the women conclwitech discussion on issues that were well docuetent
during the research. They spoke at great lengtheo€hallenges they face in navigating the healtk and other
social services system. They shared examples @thhmablems people face with no clear resolutioaacess to
appropriate care. They were also concerned abouiding written consent for diagnostic and othesgadures
in hospital. Women felt that often they have fekhed in signing consent forms without understamttie
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information. The women felt that discrimination thre basis of wearing the headscarf and stigmatizatie to
FGC should not occur in Canada.

For the most part the men agreed with what womertdhaay. That is they did not find their statersamusual.

Still the men disagreed with the idea that circugioei would beautify the genitalia, something thaswsaid by
adult women in the research. They believed thagstants as this, translated directly and void otext do not
provide a fuller picture of what is meant. Howevmrcause they disagree with the statement theyaligrovide
a possible explanation on this.

The men agreed that women are the main decisiormaak the process of circumcising their daughtengy
thought that men were "powerless" in this realm.

Equally men agreed with the health consequencésmadle circumcision (e.g., difficulties with urimag, during
menstruation, with scarification, etc.). Still, mieit that because women are invested in this jwetihey do not
openly talk about the health complications of FGC.

The male participants engaged in a heated diseuesithe consequences to marriage of female cinsionc
Some felt that being circumcised and/or marryiniy@in is highly valued, and as such being deckitfould
bring about problems. Others explained that it \wdag¢ shameful to have to consult with a physiciaddal with
the circumcision so the couple could have interseuRegardless of the issue, men seemed to pdithieou
challenges to their sense of manhood. They alsusied how female circumcision may lead to divorce
marrying another wife because of problems withiaity.

They agreed with the women's interpretation thisgice is not related to female circumcision. Tregreed that
this is a "cultural practice that is rooted in ttearts of the people." However, they also saidifiople were to
follow their religion "it is consider Haram to makemeone bleed." (Haram indicates a forbiddentipegc This
belief would help with the cessation of the praetithey disagreed with comments made during theareb that
imply that sunnah, a less invasive practice shbaldhore acceptable than the Pharaonic practice (i.e
infibulation). The men discussed the terms usatkgeribe the different practices. They say thatdivac
implies that there is no relation to any Muslinditeon, thus proving that it is not an Islamic/getus tradition.
However, they were also against using sunnah takspieclitoridectomy, as they believed that thatqbice was
not Muslim either.

Reactions to Males' Perspectives
Women found findings from the research with menétrand "real." They were not surprised.

Women commented that men's understanding of thadtrgd FGC in relation to childbirth. They explaihtnat
nowadays, in particular in Canada, men would egbeit wives to the hospital and even be presennguabour
and delivery. Back home women would be for the rpast assisted and supported by women only. These
changes would bring about new awareness amongsuggested the participants.

Another significant discussion revolved aroundtthpc of virginity. The women described and diseagks
different traditions by which this institution isgeticed and still maintains currency back homeeyTimostly
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focused on practices that signify whether the bisdevirgin or not. Either way the whole communitguld
know.

However, they emphasized how much the institutiomarriage has changed. The women discussed tbatdrt
which arranged marriages are becoming less pofdaents are increasingly less involved in the iager
choices of their children. "They just give the kiag and the recognition."

The women reacted strongly to the issues raisddnegjards to the role of religion on FGC. All thetripants
felt that while uncircumcised women may not "folléfre culture,” that did not mean that they weraregaheir
religion.

The group of males clarified the notion of "purdfimn” and "cleanliness" associated with FGC. Tinsisted that
among some people, uncircumcised girls would notgogeen as "dirty" in a literal sense, but as tauto their
culture. Further, an elder said that "in some pafr{gountry), circumcision is not a big deal; uacimcised girls
are accepted just like circumcised girls so we khstop saying that all (nationality) sees girlattare not
circumcised [are] dirty."

Still, they discussed the relationship between feramcumcision and virginity. They explained tletcumcision
was a way of ensuring the virginity of girls andipg women; however, they also believed that vitgimias not

about physical property, and something that cooldeasily be assessed. The most important issuéowaarry a
woman who had not had sex before marriage.

With all the talk about the effects of female ciratision on women and on their intimate relationshfmme of
the men wondered about the issues uncircumcisedmagriace. Although this is the first time we heabdbut
this from the men's groups, male circumcision tendse part of the discussions in the educatiosigas with
women. This opens up discussions on the broades wscircumcision for both men and women, botlwbich
can be controversial.

All participants, men and women were open to pi@diing in more education sessions and discussioiisGC.
However, men also talked about the need for edutath HIV, raising children in Canada, "dealinghnéulture
shock" , and gangs; and also expressed an intereaving a "space for men to share the challetiggshey
face when they come to Winnipeg."

The participants discussed the format of the sas3ibis was prompted by a question about bringegnen and
women, young and older generations together. gioste women did not want gender mixed sessionsveyer,
some could envision sitting together in a room wiidles. It was believed that this would help eatieroshare
knowledge across groups. However, they said tlegt shipported this model if the content of the nmggtvas to
be on general health issues, or other communiteesssThey were against sharing the room with mesnwisual
representations of the reproductive systems, éiffietypes of FGC, or even reproductive systemsiteiogy
were to be used. Women felt that the work had tdde by respecting the community values, and awgid
discussions that would lead to conflicts.

The women felt that meeting with women from othe@meunities affected by FGC was welcome. They were
open to this idea as long there was interpretati@ilable. They highlighted that the interpretead to be
women.
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In spite of the positive reaction to the booklet garticipants (men and women) had some critiquesitne of the
visual representations included. Women felt thatdamel would "speak" to people. On the other heray,

could not recognize the woman carrying a pot asgddheir cultural practice. They did not like tepiction of
women sitting down, and would have liked to see woracing each other, as engaging in a conversaimper
the men, the main observation was that the wompitidel in the booklet were not wearing traditiodathing
(i.e., the clothing motifs did not reflect usualmalothes). This type of feedback indicates thatd is much that
needs to be taken into account when developingiress for/with communities. Also, this process destates
that consultations yield increased involvement iardstment in the project and topics, beyond thallem
consultations used to review the booklet.

In spite of the misrepresentation some found irbibeklet, people were highly satisfied because,

“I do like the way that the report looks and fedlss written in a way that is easy to read amédlly like the
images” (elder)

“What | like the report is not that someone justdamly wrote. No, | can see it that this is our omords,
our discussion and is a good representation of pi@wt and whoever wrote did not add their pieca you
know very often that happens” (elder).

All participants insisted that the resource shdaddranslated into first language.

All the participants to the meeting responded tovaiitten questionnaire. According to the resporteesur end-
of-meeting questionnaire, all the respondents betighat the topics addressed by @the Selves Our Daughters
initiative were relevant to their community. Sinmiig everyone indicated that the meeting desigoeshtre or
‘launch’ the booklets to the community was a “geaay” of talking about FGC in the community.

Except for one male, the rest of the participamigles and females, believed that the report isod tymol to get
people talking about FGC in their community, anatk they would share the report with others in their
community.

Those who provided written comments described Weategpositively. They used words as "very goodth*for
"entertaining," "educational” and "inclusive" tora@y their experience. One female participant hdpetiaving
this event continue, and a male patrticipant toldewgry time | come to the sessions | learn somgthew."
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Concluding Remarks

The development of a resource based on reseadihgsand the subsequent release to incite dialaguess
genders and generations probed to include an apar@process and much desirable outcome. Althdiogted
in scope, we learned that consultations duringptbeess of resource development not only provo&eti@ns on
how to make resources that are attractive to thanoanity, but to initiate conversations on FGC.

The sharing of the final booklet with members & dommunities, some of which were new to the ptpjeas
well received. Because we expanded our projectdoide men and youth, we only were able to invitaadful
of people from each of these sectors (i.e., adaihen and men and young women and men). On the udimel;
smaller groups allowed for more in-depth conveosaiin a safer environment.

Recommendations

These booklets constitute some of the initial steieveloping accessible resources. Consideriat th
most of the process of engagement involved thetifest language, it is recommended that fundieg b
sought to translate the versions of these repattstivo to three main languages the project opériate
(which coincide with the main languages within #heational communities). This will ensure increased
access of resources within the communities.

Conduct further dialogue-based "whole community'etimgs as basis for education on FGC. This should
mostly follow the format of these sessions whileoirporating additional information based on some of
the gaps discussed in the research and during thesgéngs.

While during the research process with the seconthaunity we found out that some participants were
open to dialogue across genders and generatiars, cbntinues not to be consensus on this. Sexégend
segregated sessions should continue to be theajenker when engaging this community. On the other
hand, younger people may be more open to genderehgjsoups.

Although some of the issues raised appear to corggacific groups (e.g., the role of religion ahd t
inclusion of religious leaders in talking about tdencircumcision), other issues seem relevantfferdint
groups with whom we have engaged. Exploring theofiseese Tools with other communities affected
by FGC is recommended to inform potential "multiotdl” work (i.e., assess what, if any, makes sens
across groups, still considering that much of thengjith of the resources is that they reflect thieas of
the participants/community members).
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Appendices

Sample Report cover

www.serc.mb.ca

Talking Together
About Change:

Consu/fing with a Third Communifg
|V
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did with the community.

The “Our Sclves, Our Daughters” Project has been working
with three newcomer communities over the past five years.
This booklet is about the third community.

( We started to work on women's health issues and traditional
practices like female circumcision with one newcomer
community. When that project was successful, we started
to work with your community, because women from your
community asked for this.

We learned from the first community that it was important
to talk to everyone - men and women, adults and youth -
about these issucs. We also met with leaders.

Everyone we talked to thought it was a good idea to
discuss these issues more. “This is a good idea,” said one
leader, “Women have many issucs - much knowledge too
... Circumcision is onc issuc, but there are many issucs
surrounding this issuc”

In doing this rescarch, we learned a lot. We have made two
reports. One is a long report with all the information we
lcarned. You can get it on SERC's website. ‘/ ‘

This booklet was made for the community. In it, we have
picked some of your words and idcas to share. This can help
people start talking about change.
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Evaluation Form
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Our Selves Our Daughters
Community report release

Femaled Male U

1. Are the topics discussed in this project relevant to the community? Yes

2. Was today's meeting a good way of talking about FGC in our community? Yes

3. Is the report a good tool to get people talking about FGC in our community? Yes

4. Would you share the report with others in our community? Yes

5. What three (3) words would you use to describe the event?

No

No

No

No

Not sure

Not sure

Not sure

Not sure

6. Any other comments?

Thank you!




