SCUDD REF Working Group            Update to SCUDD membership July 2009

Maria Delgado attended all three rounds of the HEFCE EAG meetings. All documentation relating to the meetings has been posted on the SCUDD website. 

The feedback received to the questions posed to the SCUDD membership was passed on to HEFCE via the EAG meetings by Maria Delgado.

It now looks likely that a document on the proposed structure for the REF from HEFCE will go out for consultation in late September-early October. It will be key for SCUDD to lobby then about the proposals and for member departments to also ensure that their priorities are effectively conveyed to Vice-Chancellors who will also be asked to respond. 

A couple of things emerged from that meeting, however, that it would be worth raising now.  The membership may want to consider these over the summer and engage with them when HEFCE circulate documents for consultation in the autumn.
1. The proposed cut-off date is December 2012. There was strong support for a 2013 cut off date at the EAG meetings. The latter would be preferable in our view and, if the SCUDD membership agree, we should lobby for a change. Maria Delgado has been lobbying strongly at the REF meetings for a 2013 cut-off date.
2. Main panel configurations are likely to change to say 5 or 6 huge main panels (a bit like the Research Councils) even though this was not supported by the REF advisory groups. Concerns were raised about a main panel that bunched Drama with literary disciplines. How do we feel about being potentially grouped with English, History, Languages, European Studies, Music, Art and Design in a large main panel? We would be worried about criteria for pbr  being devised with those disciplines who don’t have expertise in this area. Do we want our criteria devised by subjects that don’t have experience of pbr, action research methodologies or reception studies? It is possible that Drama, Dance and the Performing Arts may also be grouped with Music in a subpanel structure. It looks as if it will be very much be determined by numbers of outputs. English and History have such large numbers they’ll probably each be a subpanel, as in 2008. We should lobby strongly for a separation of Dance and Drama from literary (sub-)panels and ensure an acknowledgement of practice-led-research as a distinctive UK strength.
3. HEFCE appears to be opting, where possible, for standardisation. We need to ensure that our disciplinary differences are recognised and push for flexibility that ensures we are not constrained by a one size fits all approach.
4. The materials circulated seem to suggest that HEFCE would prefer standardisation but there is strong support for a flexible number of outputs (4 or less). We would support flexibility to allow for a ‘portfolio’ per researcher. This might be accompanied by a statement of c. 1000 words that articulates the research objectives of the ‘project’ and the ways in which the different outputs fit into it. From conversations and discussions at the SCUDD conference, there appeared to be support for the 300 word statements that accompanied the outputs for the 2008RAE to be raised to 500 words.
5. Category C researchers will more than likely not feature. Would we like to see their outputs count? How can we ensure that their impact on environment features in departments where they have an important impact on the research culture?  
6. Impact and environment look likely to have a similar percentage profile (possibly 20% each) with outputs perhaps at 60%. What kind of weightings would we like to see given to outputs, impact and environment? The consultation document put out by HEFCE in the autumn look likely to present proposed percentages and we should comment on them in relation to our discipline.
7. We need to ensure a wide definition of impacts (including economic, social, cultural, quality of life). Would we like to see pedagogical impact measured? If so, how?
8. We’d like to see research income from the widest possible number of sources count, not just that from the Research Councils or income processed through HEI Research Grants offices. Can HEFCE ensure mechanisms to allow this to happen?  Additionally, can forms of income that relate to impact be accounted for under the new category of ‘impact’? 
