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LEARNING OUTCOME 

•  Be able to describe the rationale and value of 
research impact assessment 





“Used as evidence as part of the 
preparation for the spending review 
and will be in the foreseeable future” – 
Science Minister 

“few studies that have made a genuine 
attempt to objectively assess the 
economic returns of research” –Nature 
Editorial 

ADVOCACY – MAKING THE CASE FOR 
RESEARCH 





ACCOUNTABILITY – TO TAXPAYERS & DONORS 



7 



Researchers that show interests in other field(s) have a higher impact and 
those focused on a single topic have a lower wider social impact  

ANALYSIS – UNDERSTANDING WHAT 
WORKS 





ALLOCATION – REWARDING RESEARCH 
IMPACT 



Analysis 

Advocacy 

Accountability 

Allocation 

BE CLEAR ON THE PRIMARY PURPOSE OF 
YOUR RESEARCH IMPACT ASSESSMENT 



LEARNING ACTIVITY 

In small groups 
1.  Briefly describe what RIA 

(or issue) you want to 
work on this week 

2.  Think through the primary 
objective 

3.  Think through the 
secondary objective 

4.  Mark your programme or 
proposed RIA on the 
Venn diagram 

 15 minutes 



BARCELONA 2013 … 



BANFF 2014 … 



KEY MESSAGES 

 Know why you are assessing research impact 

 What is the objective of the research 
evaluation? 

 Use a multi-method, multi-dimensional approach 

 Don’t rely on one method (e.g., 
bibliometrics) 

 (Research) impact assessment is not easy 

 No (research) funder has the answer 



KEY MESSAGES (CONTINUED) 

 Need to move from advocacy to accountability 

 Need “science of science” to understand 
what works 

 Need a practical evidence base for 
science policy 

 Need to “walk the talk”—ensure that 
funders of research apply same 
approaches to themselves as they do to 
the researchers they fund 
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