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Introduction to this Report

1. This research report supports the main rddastimizing the social, policy

and economic impacts of research in the humanatressocial sciencedt follows the same
structure as the main report and covers some sigrtand. Signposts have been included in the
text where further discussion and additional figuran be found in the main report. Here we go

into more depth on some of the key findings from r@search.



Chapter 1: The contribution of the humanities and scial
science disciplines in UK higher education

1.1. Humanities and social science (HSS) disciplindJK higher education institutions provide a
strong foundation for the economic, social, andural well-being of the UK. We analyse the scale
and importance of HSS disciplines, and offer soomagarison with science, technology,

engineering and mathematics (STEM) disciplines@edtive arts and design (CAD).

The output of students

1.2 In 2005-06 just under 339,000 students achiguadifications in humanities and social science
(HSS) subjectssqown in Figure 3 in the main report on pagy &quivalent to around 42 per cent
of all qualifications awarded. We identify a brahdee-way split in the total number of
gualifications between humanities (H), social scenplus cross-over or interdisciplinary social
sciences (SS), and a related social science areeriicg business, finance and economics. Each
cluster shows healthy growth since 2002-03. Pslitied psychology subjects have seen the largest
increase in growth across all HSS subjects in tegegrs. Modern languages and information

systems show comparatively lower growth rates titaer grouped disciplines.

1.3 Looking at the number of first undergraduatgrdes and higher degrees (including taught
Masters-level qualifications and doctorates) presid more distilled picture of potential research-
specific activity in HSS disciplines, in Figure 1ld 2005-06, 153,000 first undergraduate degrees
were awarded in HSS disciplines, around one haddldirst undergraduate degrees awarded and
broadly equivalent to the number awarded in sciemcktechnology (STEM) disciplines. HSS
disciplines account for well over one half of atjirer degrees awarded in the UK, including taught
Masters and doctoral research. Over three fifthawght Masters qualifications in 2005-06 were
awarded in HSS disciplines. However, research @sgoaly made up one third of the total
awarded, with the growth rate since 2002-03 thhalthat of STEM disciplines.



Figure 1.1: The number and type of degrees awardad 2005-06, by discipline groups, and
percentage change since 2002-03

TOTAL HSS STEM CAD
Undergraduate first degrees 309,000 153,000 121,000 35,000
Percentage change from 2002-03 +13 +14 +11 +19
Higher degrees
Research degrees 16,500 5,300 10, 800 400
Taught Masters degrees 108,500 68,600 33,600 6,400
Percentage change from 2002-03
Research degrees +11 +7 +13 +4
Taught Masters degrees +35 +34 +34 +47

Source HESA statistics 2005-06.
Notes Here and in all subsequent figures: STEM = s@etechnology, engineering and
mathematics; HSS = humanities and social sciel@&B; = creative arts and design.

Staffing numbers

1.4 Academic teaching and research staff workingigher education institutions show a similar
type of pattern (shown in Figure 1.2 below) in tationship between HSS and STEM disciplines.
Overall 77 per cent of all 160,000 academic stadfiavolved in some kind of teaching activity,
with the remaining 23 per cent doing research-vamly. In the HSS disciplines however, the
proportion of academics doing research-only drogsetow 10 per cent. The proportion of
academic staff in STEM disciplines doing researaly-cs much higher at 35 per cent. Of course
teaching staff also do research. And teachingvisally important bedrock or ‘engine’ when
evaluating the overall value and impact of HSSidlses. A similar picture is shown by the
proportion of HSS staff that are financed by sosi@ier than the HE institution. Around one tenth
of HSS staff are financed by other sources comp@resder one third in STEM disciplines.



Figure 1.2: Numbers of academic teaching and resedr staff, and sources of funding, by
discipline group in 2005-06

Academic staff

TOTAL HSS STEM CAD

All academic teaching and research staff 160,000 59,800 88,000 12,400
Staff who only do research 36,800 5,500 30,800 600
Percentage of all staff who only do 23 9 35 5
research

Staff who are financed by other sources 37,700 5,700 31,600 400
Percentage of staff financed by other 23 9 36 3
sources

Source HESA statistics 2005-06.

The funding of teaching and research

1.5 We estimated core research funding flowing fgmwernment funding and research councils to
HSS disciplines at around £800 million in 2006-0Ust less than three quarters of this income
originates from funding council allocations basadjely on quality-related (QR) research,
evaluated through the Research Assessment Ex¢rodde) and supplementary allocations relating
to research. A further £210 million flows from twmain research councils, the Economic and
Social Research Council (ESRC) and the Arts and &hities Research Council (AHRC), plus the
British Academy. Total funding for HSS disciplin@scounts for around 18 per cent of all
government funding of academic teaching and reke&t8S disciplines receive around 10 per cent

of total funding from research councils (see Figu®).

Figure 1.3: Total university core research fundingoy discipline groups in 2006-07

£ million TOTAL HSS STEM CAD
Funding councils * 2,020 570 1,340 110
Research councils 2,410 210 2,177 23
Academies + 50 15 35 0

To.tal ggyernment grant funding to 4.480 800 3.550 130
universities for research

Total government funding (per cent) 100 18 79 3

Sources Funding council data from Departmental SET Stiai?006-07.

* estimated Humanities as 72 per cent of Arts andhginities funding. Research council and
Academies data from DTI Science Budget Allocatia@86-07 published in May 2005.

+ Some funding for research in the creative admfthe Royal Academy is not included in this table.
Government contracts are also excluded.

1.6 Looking at the relationship between total exjoeme by academic departments and government

funding for research-related activity tells us qutlot about the relationship between teaching and



funded research. We focus first on higher educa®a whole. Rows [1] and [2] in Figure 1.4
below show all expenditure by academic departmamdstotal estimated funding by government
for research-related activity. Academic departmsptnt around £7.9 billion against research-
related funding from government of £4.5 billion.€Thet difference, estimated at £3.4 billion (Row
[3]), is equivalent to the expenditure by acaded@partments that are not directly funded by
government funding for research activity. Otheiome flowing to academic departments may be
part of tuition fees funding, education grants,dung council income not relating to research
activity, and research grants from other bodigfénpublic and private sector. Overall we estimate
that around 44 per cent of total expenditure bylacac departments flows from sources of income

otherthan government research-related funding.

Figure 1.4: Comparing expenditure by academic depaments and income from government
in 2006-07, by discipline group

ALL HSS STEM CAD
[1] AII_ expenditure by academic departments on 7930 3120 4,260 550
teaching and research*
[2] Total estimated grant income from governmenmt fo
research-related activity
[3] Very estimated expenditure on teaching andrthe
non-research related activities [1 minus 2]
[4] Estimated percentage of total expenditure from

teaching and other non-research related activities a4 74 17 76

4,480 800 3,550 130

3,450 2,320 710 420

Notes *Figures in Row 1 are from HESA statistics 200&-Uhey are used as an approximation of total
expenditure for 2006-07.

1.7 The difference here between HSS and STEM disegis quite striking. In STEM disciplines,
total estimated funding by government is equivateraround four fifths (82 per cent) of total
expenditure by academic departments. Consequedihgd.cent of total expenditure is found from
other sources such as tuition fees and fundingabomoney not related to research activity. In

HSS disciplines, however, around two-thirds of ltesgpenditure by academic departments flows
from sources other than government research-refateting. Again these comparative percentages
reflect how teaching is very much the ‘engine’ @$ldisciplines when seen in relation to research-

related activity.

1.8 Looking at the number of students per acadstait member, in HSS disciplines the average is
more than twice as high as the equivalent figur8TEM disciplines (see Figure 1.5). Similarly, the
departmental expenditure per student in HSS diseplis around half the equivalent figure in the

STEM disciplines. More starkly, the amount of reshacouncil funding per academic staff member



in the STEM disciplines is more than seven timesaimount in the HSS disciplines. These

numbers, of course, reflect cost relativities betmvthe disciplines.

Figure 1.5: Comparative metrics across disciplinergups in 2005-06

TOTAL HSS STEM CAD

Crude number of students per 14 19 10 14

academic staff member

Total Departmental expenditure per 3,400 2,700 4,800 3,200
student(£)

Research council funding per 14,900 3,400 24,800 1,900
academic staff memb¢g)

Source HESA higher education statistics 2005-06.
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Chapter 2: How HSS research fosters business andammic
development

2.1 In a ‘knowledge economy’ there are many diverags in which higher education contributes
to the development of business and the econonthidrChapter we review the key mechanisms
involved, accentuating both the wider and more fational economic impacts of higher education
teaching on the quality and competitiveness otiKeworkforce, and also instrumental impacts of
HSS research more specifically. We also consider H8S academics view the linkages between

their work and economic development.

Evaluating economic benefits of HSS disciplines mugake into account the
combined impact of teaching and research

2.2 Some key processes by which higher educatiotribates to economic vitality are shown in
Figure 2.1 below:
- Academic teaching and research in higher education;
- Applied research channelled into public, privatd #nrd sectors;
- The role of think tanks, intermediaries and otlgggragators in communicating
academic research and deriving applied knowledgue ft;
- Applied training and teaching in HSS disciplinesficofessional decision makers;
- Media and communications work by academics in $gcie

- Interdisciplinary and joint-working across discigs in HSS.

11



Figure 2.1: Overview of the different ways in whichHSS teaching and research can have
impact and value in society
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HSS graduates spread widely and diversely acrossdfob market on leaving university(Flow
1 in Figure 2.1)

2.3 HSS disciplines generated around 145,000degtee undergraduate qualifications in 2005-06,
up by 14 per cent since 2002-03. Limited data Idiphed by the Higher Education Statistics
Agency (HESA) on what graduate leavers go on taftkr leaving university. This information is
classified in such a way that it makes it veryidifft to gauge exactly what HSS graduates
subsequently go on to do in terms of the employmdotvever, Figure 2.2 shows that compared
with other discipline groups HSS graduates do tergpread quite widely and diversely in terms of
their subsequent role in the job market. This paias highlighted frequently by interviewees with
one academic coining the term ‘HSS diaspora’. Reigactor employers suggested that high quality
humanities graduates tended to exhibit highly ntaiie transferable skills. Examples mentioned
included report writing, communication, and criticasoning. Government executive officials
from other countries also expressed admiratiothethigh-quality generalist skills of UK
graduates, citing the benefits of the UK systerpraglucing recruits with a broad range of

12



competency rather than the narrower and more tealyspecific culture of training in European

higher education systems.

2.4 Contrary to popular myths, it is clear thatuar@ two thirds of HSS graduates enter the business
world. The biggest sub-categories here include g¢reemmercial activities (the top bar in Figure
2.1), wholesaling and retailing, finance, and manturing. Only a minority (29 per cent) of HSS
graduates go into the governmental sector (defasegbvernment employment, education and
health care/social work, the last three of whiagh@rcourse predominantly but not wholly public
sector industries). An additional 7 per cent arth@nambiguous ‘other community, personal and
social services’ category, which is split betweemegnment, voluntary sector and commercial
services. Ironically perhaps, given the STEM dikiegs’ reputation with government as the motor
of private sector growth, Figure 2.2 shows thay te in fact markedly more ‘governmental’ than
the HSS disciplines. Because of the very strongurgeent of medical and related graduates into
the NHS, nearly half (48 per cent) of all gradudtesn STEM disciplines go into the clearly
governmental parts of the economy (a proportiobwrauld tip over half if we were to include the

‘other social services’ category).

13



Figure 2.2: How humanities and social sciences gradtes are recruited into different
industries (in 2005-06)

Property, business, renting, research activities —

Wholesale and retail

Education

Public sector
Financial

Health and social work

Other community, personal and social services

| —
_
Manufacturing
Hotel and restaurant
Transport and communications
Construction
Electricity, gas and water
Mining, quarrying, agriculture, forestry
Other
. . . .
0 5 10 15

Percentage of undergraduates leaving HE institutions

20 25 30 35 40

B Humanities and social science
O Creative, arts and design
O Sciences, health, and engineering

Source: HESA data on the destination of undergtadugualifying from HE institutions, 2005-06.

HSS graduate students are choosing further study iRISS disciplines as a stepping stone to
professional developmentKlow 2 and corresponding feedback loop in Figurel?.

2.5 We showed above that taught graduate courses@itical activity in HSS disciplines. HSS
masters courses have expanded rapidly in recerg.yRart of this growth reflects bright students

staying on at university for an additional yeaeatheir undergraduate degrees, often to undertake

research, or to acquire advanced methods or laegslalls, or to develop more specialist or
applied knowledge useful for their future employmd&ut in addition, the strong expansion of
taught higher degrees in HSS reflects a growingtamrk’ demand from people in their mid to
late 20s through into their 30s and already withssantial career experiendaterviewees
generally agreed that students opting for HSS grmdcourses are showing an increasing
professional awareness, and courses are now aftengpecific in content and often inter-
disciplinary This student group are overwhelmingly seekingggrade their skills, or to re-skill in

14



a more sustained and formal way, in subjects imatelyi relevant to their chosen industry and
occupation, especially in business and managerbenaglso in law, the public sector, education and
health management.

A high proportion of HSS doctoral research studentgind employment soon after qualifying,
but there is still scope for improving systematicihks between graduate courses and business
(Flow 3 and corresponding feedback loop in Figurel

2.6 In HSS disciplines doctoral students are alemgfoup than in the physical

sciences and for many years were widely seen agfly orientated to entering the academic
professions - a role where HSS disciplines in thehdve played a leading role internationally.
However, with the (restrained) expansion of HSSawates, the growth of more ‘professional’
PhDs, and an improved emphasis on ‘transferablis’ski HSS departments, graduates with HSS
doctorates now enter the workforce in many diverags. Our interviews with private sector
companies confirmed that they are attractive résinijob markets. They are particularly in
demand in consultancy and professional servicassfiuniversity administration, publishing,
research and development firms, think tanks, arahge of other industries. Research by the UK
Grad Programme (2003) shows that the unemployna¢éstaimong social sciences PhDs is only 1.4
per cent six months after gaining the qualificatioontrary to the common misconception that
doctorates reduce people’s employability. Our fogugips with private sector employers generally
agreed that HSS doctoral graduates bring stronkytasz capacities to knowledge-intensive tasks,
and help them maintain positive links with academiorking on immediately relevant research,

ideas and forecasting and promoting future trends.

2.7 Despite recent improvements in both masters antbddeducation, there could

also be clear benefits in linking research usersertmsely into the way in which doctoral research
opportunities are designed, shown by the feedb@mbsl into the post-graduate teaching and
research qualifications in Figure 2.1. Despitergdaexpansion of interning in private sector
companies by individual HSS students, and someiflbing institutionally-organized intern
schemes, business interviewees and focus groupiparits told us repeatedly that HSS faculties in
universities were still in many cases reluctarfutty recognize the need to change their teaching
practices. The majority of interdisciplinary orsige-centred’ research institutes which we
interviewed also tended to see strong links betwaeght courses, research students and applied
research for clients. We found relatively few exésmf schemes allowing HSS graduates to do
work placement or interning schemes that countaisgh their higher degrees, often because of the

need perceived by academics to cram in materthleatight level. Slightly more common were

15



applied research projects done in cooperation @iternal firms or as consultancy for them. At
undergraduate level the longer period of coursesdd more opportunities for interning, but
formal schemes are not widespread, especiallyarmtmanities.

2.8 Higher education in the UK generated £2.0dnllof export earnings annually in 2003-04, with
secondary outputs of £1.5 billion (UUK, 2007b, f).3The humanities and social sciences account
for three fifths of all international students, wtallectively brought more than £2.4 billion to the
UK economy per year, and this ability to attracdsints is highly dependent upon these disciplines
maintaining strong research records. Across masiamities and social sciences disciplines the UK
may claim to be second internationally to the miacher US academic institutions. In some cases
and in many sub-disciplines the UK may also clarbé world-leading.

Scope for linking HSS research with private firms ¢ high. However, firms’
research requirements are often highly market-spetic and geared to the
‘bottom line’

2.9 Working through the influence flows in Figurd 2we turn here to the more direct roles that the
research findings of HSS disciplines can play stéang economic growth. In commercial areas
there is a large primary ‘market’ for ideas andugohs originating from the social sciences and
humanities. But businesses extensively prefer qoiae such knowledge in fully worked-out and
carefully implemented ways, that closely fit the&eds and that do not require any extensive re-
working or follow-on detailing by company staffeodus group participants were very much in
agreement that firms involved in competitive maskate naturally most interested in knowledge
that can help create a direct competitive advantaggiem or has detailed applicability for solving
specific problems. Hence the challenge for HSS extéak is to make more explicit the

implications of applied research ‘on the bottonelirODne business focus group participant told us:

‘| think there is a problem with the cultural aligent and that works on a couple of levels -
at the macro level, the direct transferability ohcepts into solutions for business problems.
. at the micro level, a lack of understandimgpraciation, experience . . . as to what the
day to day problems of people in those sectorsaligtare.’
From our interviews the general picture is thatilesses often opt to work with market specialists
or research consultants that can ‘intermediatedecac ideas from HSS disciplines and aggregate
them in ways that add value and facilitate easyempntation in a commercial context - a process

to which we now turn.
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Links from HSS research to business at large runnig via closely-related professions,
‘knowledge-based’ consultancy firms, other commerail intermediaries, think tanks and
specialist media (Flow 4 in Figure 2.1)

2.10 The growth of the knowledge economy has irrlhe expansion of a wide range of
knowledge-intensive service industry firms andiimtediary organizations that are closely linked to
higher education. These companies recruit a lbigifly skilled graduates from HSS disciplines, IT
and the physical sciences and they regularly mothi®academic environment for new techniques,
concepts, trends and developments. Some UK firath as large law firms and accountancy
companies, are dominated by particular professidese strong forms of occupational community
exist, with unusual levels of work autonomy for ners and codes of ethics that provide some
assurance of a neutral or public-spirited applicatf knowledge. Although commercial companies
often apply very developed and specialized formascaidemic knowledge, using concepts and
toolkits of their own devising, professional staffglely maintain links to universities via seminars
professional updating, journals etc.

2.11 A second type of company closely linked to Hi&&essions are major consultancy firms
covering broad competencies such as strategy chadt@dvice, business change processes,
management issues, IT services and organizatiedabkign, and commercial techniques and
knowledge-systems. Some of the world’s largest akbascy organizations have strong UK

operations.

2.12 There are also many smaller specialist coasciks that draw on skilled graduates and
maintain close links to academic departments aselrehers with expertise upon which they can
draw in detailed work. Additionally, intermediatifigns and bodies analyse data and package
ideas and methods for business purposes, espdtiadlg organizing conferences, training and staff
development.

2.13 Lastly there are many well-known, semi-commaé¢fthink tanks’, which act as idea-
aggregators in business areas, promoting diffggacikages of solutions. These bodies link strongly
to the specialized and professional media thatanyrifferent areas of business and the
professions provide interpretations, summariescaverage of academic debates in closely related
HSS disciplines. Of course, more generalist thamiks and media, especially the quality press and

more ‘pop professional’ journals also play an egiemrole in bringing the ideas and findings of

17



HSS researchers to the attention of the wider pubbing beyond business audiences (see Chapter
4 below).

HSS research contributes to economic growth and camercial activity, but academics
generally point to impacts which are quite decentrbzed, ad hoc, or indirect(Flow 5 in Figure
2.1)

2.14 Individual HSS academics and researchers mapisulted by companies on specific issues
or may provide advice and expertise in irregulateonporary ways - as for example when a
historian provides advice on historical accuraayTd or film, in academic publishing projects,
and in specific organizational consultancies. Thetsionships are difficult to track and there is
little doubt that HSS academics mostly have fewer more episodic links to commercial

companies than is true in the physical scienceseaficine.

2.15 By creating or extending their applied reseand consultancy arms to cover HSS areas,
some major UK universities (such as Oxford, Cangwidnd LSE) have in recent years begun to
create more sustained training, conference, carstjtand research businesses within HSS areas.
But these developments have taken place from algerpase. Similarly, ‘starburst’ companies
spun off from academic departments or formed by H&&lemics themselves have begun to crop
up in the UK. But at the present time these firmesraostly very small operations and they occur
much less frequently and grow less extensively ghamlar start-up firms in the physical sciences,
IT or medicine. Since ideas alone cannot be pademithout some physical instantiation of them in
a product or system, and since expertise publiftra@search dissemination purposes cannot be
limited in their application, HSS academics areegally in a far less advantageous position in

turning their intellectual property rights into corarcial concerns than physical scientists are.

2.16 It is possible to point to a wide range ofesashere HSS research directly contributes to
economic well-being. Research conferences in higtiacation generate £200 million annually
from international visitors and again the HSS dlioes seem likely to account for at least two
fifths of this business tourism. In our survey @& academics many examples were cited of how
humanities subjects especially were linked to $petmiurist initiatives around literary, historical
archaeological and cultural events. We show befo@hapter 4 that historic research linked to
buildings and literary/cultural figures is an imtgort sustaining factor for much of UK ‘heritage’
tourism. Research excellence in the humanitiessantil sciences also feeds through directly into a

strong UK industry performance in publishing jousnand academic books.
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Social sciences have developed good links with paite sector sponsors but there is still scope
for humanities to increase private sponsorshigFlow 6 in Figure 2.1)

2.17 Another interesting measure of the extenthicwHSS research links into economic
development is the extent of a flow-back of corpmg@atronage in sponsoring research. This is a
very new area for humanities. However, there ayessof increasing activity in fields such as
biomedical ethics and management consultancy.dsdigial sciences a range of funding
interventions and other types of formal linkagenmstn academic departments and commercial
firms are already quite well developed. Businessiigin and public relations strategies have also
seen some firms increasing their sponsorship a@tiee arts, with some potential carry-over to the
humanities. As a business focus group participadtus:

‘In the last couple of years, with the rise of aangite social responsibility and some of the
big issues around globalisation, . . . those isasesiow moving up the corporate agenda.
Businesses are beginning to understand that thexgeld external perspectives. They are
now realising that things around the economy amtepdo actually matter.’

2.18 We searched the websites of the top 10 UKeusitres in HSS areas (defined here as Kings
College London, London School of Economics andtRali Science, Cambridge, University

College London, Sheffield, York, Warwick, Manchest@xford and Nottingham) for evidence of
external sponsorship or funding by not just comesuhiut also government and civil society
organizations. Using an advanced Google searchinngach university domain we searched for
‘centre’, ‘institute’ or ‘programme’. For each reémce, we recorded the centre’s name, the
discipline area and whether the unit listed colfabions with private sector companies, government
bodies, third sector organisations or other acadamstitutions on its homepage or in an ‘about us’
section. Note that our method does not distingthishscale of financial linkages, which is generally
not made explicit on websites. Hence the strenfjthlimkage is not assessed here, and in particular

it may be that a governmental link is of largerle¢han those for private companies.

2.19 Across the ten universities covered we idieatihearly 300 formally designated institutes,
centres and research programmes. Figure 2.3 slhaivbyt far the largest number (over 120) are in
the social sciences. Some 50 are in the humandtisisghtly lower number than in medicine and the
physical sciences (which also may have more ohaphasis upon departmentally-organized
research and hence less of a tendency to defirmeatemrganisational compartments to house this
effort than is the case in the HSS disciplines)4rcases we were able to identify a funding
sponsor or other formal linkage to an external bédgure 2.3 shows the distribution across
government, private companies and third sectorrozgéions, such as charities and foundations.
Finally we compare the pattern of linkages in H&Siglines with other subject groupings. Perhaps
surprisingly, the large bulk of the 12 private canp associations with academic research (7 out of
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12 links) are in the social sciences, which alseeheearly half the links between government

bodies and other academic institutiodss( see Figure 5 in Chapter 2 of the main report.

Figure 2.3: The number of research centres and ingtites funded by or formally linked to
different kinds of sponsor bodies, by discipline gsup (in our web census of top 10 UK
universities, December 2007)

Type of sponsoring organization

Government  Third sector  Private Other Total
bodies organisations  sector academic
companies institutions

Social science 14 2 7 5 28
Medicine 6 10 2 3 21
Science and technology 8 1 2 2 13
Joint disciplines 7 0 1 1 9
Humanities 2 1 0 0 3
Total 37 14 12 11 74

How academic staff in HSS disciplines view ‘economrelevance’

2.20 In our open-access e-survey of HSS acadeafforst sought to explore in detail their

attitudes to how their research fares on advanetagomic prosperity, making public policy
impacts, contributing to civil society organizatsoand influencing public debate and cultural
change. With more than 455 responses, the sureeydas a major new database, combining some
strong quantitative rankings with a large numbedethiled comments. Humanities staff were
generally the most pessimistic about their disogis impact, rating it on average as 2.5 on a seven
point scale running from 1 (little impact) to 7r(stg impact). Humanities academics saw only a
limited potential to improve this score, ratingithdiscipline’s potential impact at 2.9. By contras
core social science academics rated their actyscetrabove half-way at 3.6 and saw a far higher
potential for impact to reach 4.7. Academics opegan mixed areas between the humanities and

social sciences also had only slightly lower nuralikan these.
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Figure 2.4: Perceived scores given by HSS academars the impact of their
discipline in economy and business, and the poteatiimpact that their discipline
could have

[1] [2] [3] [4]

AllHSS Humanities Social Mixed or
sciences both
Economy and business
Actual impact 3.0 2.5 3.6 3.4
Potential impact 3.8 2.9 4.7 4.1
diff. 0.8 0.5 1.1 0.7

2.21 More than 140 HSS academics contributed sp@cimments on achieving economic impacts
from their research and we analysed and post-ctiubsg views in considerable detéilgure 6 in

the main reporprovides a summary of the range of views of HS®lamics vis-a-vis impact in the
economy. Only one in five respondents commentedipestically about their discipline’s
economic impacts, but very few of these commerteusd give specific justifications for
pessimism (shown by the cross-hatched sectiorfsedédr). By contrast, a large proportion of
respondents gave optimistic comments backed upspiteific examples, and three fifths of
respondents were optimistic in a more generalizag We asked academics to tell us where they
felt improvements could be made. We coded each ahfor whether they acknowledged that
their own discipline could improve or whether weegses lay with other stakeholders. Around one
in two academics acknowledged that their own dis@pould improve, while only one fifth of
academics noted that improvements in economic itapaculd need to be made elsewhere. This
suggests a relatively self-critical stance from H@8&8demics in this area. However one fifth of
academics responding expressed scepticism aboesistance to the relevance of discussions
around economic impacger se For this group such a goal seemed either inapiattepor

unattainable.

2.22Figure 6 in the main repocshows that the largest group of 127 HSS staff centng in our e-
survey pointed to the general benefits flowingh® YK economy from their research, and only one
in ten cited teaching or training the future work#® as the primary form of their subject’s research
achieving economic impacts. Nearly a quarter gboadgents (mainly in the social sciences)
identified specific impacts on businesses and corialeoperations, linked mainly to service
industry practices, but also with some product twaent. This was also nearly matched by
respondents citing examples of their disciplinetgkvachieving economic impacts via informing
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government economic policies. Finally one in sirooents pointed to publishing or commercial

media spin-offs from research.

2.23 We grouped areas in which academics saiddissiipline made impact on business and the
economy. Generalised impacts and financial knockf@etts of their discipline were most
frequently cited, for example, historians suggestivat their work has positive effects on the
heritage industry and tourism. Working down theurgg we see that about one quarter of
academics generally made optimistic comments aimarttheir work impacts on commercial
organizations’ practices or procedures. Nearly thirel of the suggestions made urged greater
collaboration with business and commerce, with sutigl numbers suggesting improving the
relevance and accessibility of research to practis, raising awareness among businesses of the
value of research and improving dissemination. {@rsx respondents commenting sought more
government support to enhance economic impactspaadh sixteen saw a need for academic

research to improve if it is to be more useful.

2.24 In our interviewers with private sector reprgatives we found high levels of knowledge and
sophisticated views on how the incentive structimescademics influenced levels of engagement
with external stakeholders. The research assessrertise (RAE) was particularly mentioned as
over-weighted towards ‘pure’ research and towards\eerly-siloed, single-discipline pattern of
research and publication. Private sector executimesalso find it very disconcerting to encounter
academics in person, or read articles by academius explicitly reject economic relevance as a
criterion with any bearing on research developméhnése instances tend to be remembered and

guoted in ‘business folklore’ far more than perhtqesr actual frequency might merit.

Current trends and future developments in HSS dis@line’s economic impacts

2.25 We have found compelling (albeit somewhat@ddr isolated) evidence of humanities
disciplines working directly with private sectorganizations to enhance productivity or more
general economic performance. Academic interviewgeeerally agreed that there is huge scope
for growing links between the humanities and thegte sector, and private sector organizations
expressed equally positive views about the impadtvalue of working with historians, linguists,
and philosophers. Some key areas for future dewedop are:

- Modes of authorship and internal communicato@am have a direct impact on the

commercial performance of any business. At a vasjdievel, badly written internal

guidance or external reports can create extraaimaeresource costs for staff, and may even
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contribute to business breakdown or failure. Thg imavhich language is employed in

firms (and about firms, through advertising or latiag) is a key factor.

- Putting management in perspectan help senior executives contextualise decision
making in the firm against previous experience dedelopment, possibly avoiding
repeating past mistakes or an overly short terrageative on planning and strategy. We
have found numerous examples of historians workirgublic policy contexts to help

policy makers place current policy decisions indrisal context. It was harder to find
examples of historians working with corporations ee for example the link between the
Mile End Group at Queen Mary, University of Londamd the IT company EDS. However
both academics and private sector stakeholdersstagjthat there is strong potential in this
linkage, even if it is simply to encourage corpersiaff to ‘take a step back from day-to-day
priorities and think about the development of tinea fin historical context’.

- ‘Concept proofing’ and discursive exploration of porate value$has proved to be an
interesting and valuable avenue for cooperatiowden philosophers and the private sector.
Again, these linkages are not apparently widespfeae example is the Forum for
Philosophy and Business at Cambridge University}.iB areas such as biomedical ethics,
and corporate and management practice, we have fateresting and indeed quite
entrepreneurial cases of philosophers working lgithe corporations to develop
understanding and innovation around concepts ssittust, corporate governance, and
intellectual property.

- Foreign language skills and cultural sensitivitea® undoubtedly an important driver for
the international competitiveness of UK firms. iwiewees from the private sector told us
that even the most basic knowledge of a clientiglege can help to build trust and respect.
As one interviewee put it: ‘The more sophisticagedr language skills are, the better the
chance of winning a client’s business [...] Therde$initely a strong connection between
companies who export regularly, language abilibg productivity’. Multinational

companies interviewed told us that relevant langusiglls can often tip the balance in
recruitment decisions. And having staff with anralind awareness of the link between
language, protocol and culture provides cruciairimss advantage. Although major firms
tend to ‘make positive noises’ about the valuecoéign languages, it is often hard to get
them to commit funding or other resources to imprgthis situation. Firms expressed
highly enthusiastic views about the value of fondighguages, but we found that this issue
was rarely a first priority and given the optioriKlased firms preferred to tap into an ever-
increasing supply of skilled foreign graduates vitiro-English as a second or third

language, rather than hiring English-only graduat#is no foreign language capability.
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(See also Case Study H: Modern language reseadcteaching in the UK, found in the
Appendix below.)
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Chapter 3: How social sciences and humanities resea helps
shape public policy

3.1 This chapter gives some more detail on therisgtion of the research function in government
departments and how HSS academic research is ygealiby makers. It also looks at how HSS
academics view the way in which government uses tegearch. Lastly, we look at future trends in
HSS research in government.

Government departments have grown social sciencesearch capacity and
organization over recent years. There may be scope build representative
structures for some humanities professions

3.2 Traditionally the language of research acras®mment has been the language of physical and
natural sciences. In terms of research councilifgthis skew seems still relevant. However, in
terms of policy rhetoric and new budgetary allowasi there are signs that government has widened
this somewhat narrow interpretation of sciencenttoepass HSS-based subject areas as well as
arts and creative disciplines. This is illustraiiethe 2004 Science and Innovation Investment
Framework, the current ten-year strategy for th@atation of scientific evidence across
government, which for the first time places thesfahd Humanities Research Council and the
British Academy within the scope of the sciencedmid

3.3 The government organization Go Science is resple for improving the quality and use of
scientific research across government, primaritgugh the network of Chief Scientific Advisors
(CSA). This network was set up in 2002 throughGoenprehensive Spending Review to
systematize the influence of departments over afioo of the government science budget.
Although the CSA cadre is largely in place, anddlae signs that it is an active and close-knit
community, our interviews with senior researchaéis in government departments suggest that
some wider organizational uncertainties remaingpastmental make-up. Officials at Go Science
suggested that this network has matured over rgeams, and has become a highly active
community of groups and sub-groups working acras®mment. Still the majority of CSAs come
from a natural or physical science background,aryg one CSA currently holds joint
responsibility for social science and hard scientes.

3.4 Given the tradition over previous decades gflemsizing physical science and engineering
disciplines in government policy and rhetoric arduesearch and innovation, it is perhaps
somewhat perplexing that professional organisationphysical scientists, mathematicians and
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engineers are less well established across majaeidi departments. Go Science told us that
bolstering these physical science professions agogernment is an important ongoing priority,
partly in response to almost 20 years of governrpelity to outsource or transfer to the private

sector large swathes of IT, engineering and sdietdboratory expertise.

3.5 Another forum for the betterment of governmesearch is the Analytical Professions Group
encompassing economists, lawyers, social researcttatisticians, and in some areas, operational
researchers. Interviewees generally agreed that $t8%-based professions such as economists
and lawyers were clearly more established acrogsrgment and had generally a clear idea ‘where
they fit in’. A number of senior economists in lar@/hitehall departments suggested that the
Government Economics Service provides a coherpnésentative presence for the profession and
an unofficial standard mark which is highly tranafde across government. One even suggested

that it was not uncommon for this to be the subpédprofessional jealousy’ from other quarters.

3.6 Despite some CSAs with social science backglsune found broad agreement that the social
researchers are ‘the most vulnerable’ analyticalgssion. Economists and lawyers ‘are expected
to say certain things’, while social research temimore intractable or does not deal in such cut-
and-dry terms. Government social researchers ggnagaeed that there is often a necessity for
evidence to be quantified and decisive, and soesdarch is often too qualitative or enigmatic to
provide compelling support for policy. One seniéfioial suggested that: ‘“Traditionally social
research has set itself in long term studies wlkaishmore than 18 months or so [...] and this is
often not what politicians and senior departmefitials want to hear’. Despite this, we found
signs of proactive and close-knit cooperation acthe social research community through the

Government Social Research Network, consistingairad 1,000 social researchers.

3.7 There are signs that more large governmentcaggehave realised the need in recent years to
grow social research capacity, particularly in oese to the kinds of cross-cutting policy
challenges outlined above. Organizations with trawlally large science research budgets have set
up new social research units within the last fieang, for example the Food Standards Agency
(FSA) and the Health and Safety Executive (HSE3oAlumanities subjects such as history have
sought to improve their professional profile acrgesernment, for example, the ongoing lobby led

by senior UK historians to have government esthldiposition of Chief Historical Adviser.

3.8 Most Whitehall departments currently follow sokind of variation on the general system of

‘embedding’ researchers into policy units acrogsdiganization. Researchers are line-managed by
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senior staff in policy units, but they belong te ttentral research capacity of the department and
have access to central research training and geeddinis system has been in place for around five
years, and there are many variations. Some depattrhave senior social research officials and co-
locate a range of disciplines including social pglieconomists, psychologists, and geographers.
Other departments reveal complex splits acrossréifiit professional cadres. CSAs gave us a varied
range of views about the benefits and drawbackkieystem. Embedding researchers in policy
units obviously locates research skills close ticgalevelopment expertise and provides potential
for greater standardization and quality in the emize base. On the down side, however, some
CSAs suggested that researchers were getting draviiow level’ or short term research activity

and the actual quality of research is often patuiy not coherent across the organization.

3.9 Discussion around the balance of research astamt, medium and long term objectives also
gave rise to expressions of reluctant acceptantseadte factopriorities for research in a political
environments, and the limitations of commissiodmy term studies looking at ‘big questions’ or
cohort subjects. Generally CSAs told us that thmnsanywhere between 40 to 60 per cent of their
research capacity on handling ‘typically’ shoritenresearch or statistics requirements for policy
staff. Anything up to a further 20 per cent or s@pent on medium term research, going into more
detail to ‘unpack’ an issue and to compile poliaynsnaries or briefing notes. A final portion is
made up of overseeing ongoing or more long-termkwidiost CSAs suggested that they would like
to commission more longitudinal research. We fosmithe strong examples of detailed long-term

research of this kind, such as cohort studies aAdicded ESRC academic centres.

Government departments are active and experiencedmmissioners of HSS
research and academics are well integrated into gexnment research activity

3.10 Unsurprisingly, it proved to be no easy feaadcess accurate figures on the level of
government department commissioning and fundirgcafiemic work in the humanities and social
sciences. This data is not collected by HESA asgddrigher education statistics, and it is data
which is not apparently held anywhere in centralegoment, including by Go Science. We even
struggled to elicit guesstimates from CSAs duringiaterviews on the breakdown of their own
research budgets between HSS and the physicatssielm some cases, and perhaps rightly so,
interviewees have suggested that it is a meanisglssinction in any case — because much research
now involves both domains. We would argue that esehfound insufficient evidence of
authentically joined-up research for this arguntertie totally convincing. Tracking the proportion

27



of department expenditure on HSS is still at bdsiek-of-the-envelope exercise for most

departments.

3.11 Figure 3.1 below gives an overview of researath development expenditure by departments
in 2006-07, and distinguishes between types oprect organizations. The degree of shading gives
an indication of total research budget flowing tghier education institutions, research councils and
the private sector. The white tips show ‘other’dumg which generally incorporates intramural
funding activity between departments and to othdalip sector bodies. Clearly the former
Department of Trade and Industry (DTI) leads thg wih funding transfers for R&D in the
economic sector. The major funding departmentéifginer education institutions are in
Environment, Food and Rural Affairs, Internatioba&lvelopment, Health, and Education. The
former Home Office looks remarkably low here, wigported annual funding of only £200,000 to
higher education. This clearly does not cover titeety of Home Office funding of external
research, but it might chime with comments madermy/ former insider that having ‘hundreds of
Home Office researchers running round the placadipg millions of pounds on research is

complete nonsense’.
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Figure 3.1: Expenditure by government departments o research and development and
‘Science, Engineering and Technology’ overall expeliture, by type of recipient
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Figure 3.2: The visibility of academic research madrial on government department websites
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3.12 The low reported expenditure on commissioesdarch in the Home Office stands in striking
contrast with findings on visible research outpuEigure 3.2 above. In order to build up a picture
of the research intensity in government departmevescarried out a systematic search of
department websites using Google for academic refseaports or material relating to joint
programmes or projects led by academic researdersleveloped a reasonably effective
‘research visibility score’ for each departmesdd Annex 1 in the main report for further dejails
Figure 3.2 show that the Home Office, despite caatpaely low funding, scored top in terms of
making its academic research visible online. Otlegrartments scoring highly were Work and
Pensions, International Development, and Healtierdéstingly, on the DfID search we found a high
incidence of research programmes, and in subseqientiews, people have told us that this
would confirm DfID’s international reputation as arganization that is highly linked into
collaborative research projects. Some newer org#oizs, such as the Ministry of Justice, will
score lower on this scale because they have ndifado build up research archives in their web

domains.

3.13 The departmental websites on which we fourndrthst academic research material tend to
dominate in terms of the distribution of the tygeesearch we found. Figure 3.3 below shows that
by far the most dominant discipline areas for reseavere in the areas of social policy,
criminology, medical and clinical research, pulblealth, and law and legal studies. Our review of
the substantive content of research suggestednijar departments such as Department of Work
and Pensions, Department for Health, and indeetitmee Office are highly active and
experienced commissioners of research work. Themsagre of research, however, consisted of
quite straightforward evaluation and impact stud@smissioned from independent academic
sources. Government official interviewees toldhat evaluation studies were almost always
commissioned externally. The Home Office, for exampstimated that around three quarters of its
published research is commissioned externally. Begpstrong showing for this kind of bread and
butter policy evaluation work, we did find eviderafesome innovative and more creative research
work. Criminology studies incorporated some innoxatesearch on crime prevention. And a small

but significant proportion of studies involved euihnovative social psychology approaches.
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Figure 3.3: The subject areas of academic researébund on government department websites
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HSS academics express a mix of confidence and seeigtn about their impacts
on policy making, but generally see this as an imptant area for achieving
greater impact

3.14 In the area of policy making, HSS academigsakdiverging views when thinking about their
own impacts, shown in Figure 3.4. In our open-ageesurvey (responded to by 455 HSS
academics) we explored attitudes towards theiilise’s existing and potential impacts on
policy-making. Social scientists were much morefickemt of their current impact, rating it at 4.6

on a scale from 1 (low) to 7 (high). But they sséiw scope for improvement and rated their
potential impact as high as 6 (the highest avepagential impact score across all categories in our
survey). By contrast humanities staff rated curmentacts low at 2.5, but they were optimistic that
it could be improved (to 4.4). Interestingly, hunties academics scored relatively low on actual

impact (2.5), but saw comparatively more room fopiovement than social sciences (at 1.9).
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Figure 3.4: Perceived scores given by HSS academasthe impact of their
discipline in public policy and practice, and the ptential impact that their discipline
could have

[1] [2] [3] [4]

All HSS Humanities Social Mixed or
sciences both
Public policy
Actual impact 3.4 2.5 4.6 3.6
Potential impact 5.1 4.4 6.0 5.5
diff. 1.7 1.9 1.4 1.9

3.15 In the supplementary free text comments mgdesB survey respondents, views of academic
contributions were more polarized than for businggsire 9 in the main reposhows that a

guarter of respondents were generally pessimibtcitetheir influence with government, while a
further one in ten backed up their pessimism wpicefic examples of potential impacts being
thwarted by government or civil service disinterégiwever, among the half of respondents who
took an optimistic view there were also many mosantions of specific examples of influence than
was the case for economic impacts. Only a smallbmiraf comments suggested that things are
currently fine as they are. The interesting shefteh compared to responses in the economy and
business section, is that more respondents fdlbthar stakeholders had to make changes or
improvements (mostly in this case, government)f bliaihe 182 comments focused on how the
civil service and government could be more opetgptive and sophisticated about academic
research. Fewer HSS respondents also saw a netgtiioown discipline to change its approach (a

third, as compared with a half on economic impacts)

3.16Figure 9(b) in the main repcshows that the most cited examples of influenceeweports
feeding into policy-making, followed by specificrultations or Commissions. Government
commissioning of research or programmes was mesdiby a small number of respondents, but
conferences and seminars hardly at all. A morelddtareakdown of HSS staff responses§inure
6(c) in the main repoghows concrete suggestions for changes focussxédynon improving the
understanding and education of civil servants, esgowidely seen as overly generalist and
‘amateur’ in their policy areas; improving govermméstening and what government tells
academic researchers (so that research can beuseftdly focused); and prioritizing the

systematic use of information in decisions. TheuFegalso shows in detail comments taking a more
self-critical stance, with respondents seeing @ ieeacademics to gear research more to policy-
makers’ needs, be more collaborative and link upemand be more upbeat in disseminating results
and public debates.
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Current trends and future developments in HSS dis@lines’ impacts on
government and public policy-making

3.17 The advent of ‘digital era governance’ opegnsiaeable prospects for changes in how
government makes use of and interacts with theaksciences (and perhaps some of the
humanities) than was the case for these disciplimés to economic power-holders (Dunleavy et
al, 2006). Digitization, the accumulation of tractsanal data, the growth of data warehousing, the
analytic expansion of capacity and transition frartuitive management’ to technically informed
management based on pervasive information — aktlransitions in government are badly lagging
behind the leading edge private companies in theRBpeated National Audit Office ‘value for
money’ reports have stressed the general povettyeahternal information within central
government about the biggest organizational sys{sowh as the complex tax and benefits
systems) and about the operations of lengthy psklicice ‘delivery chains’ by means of which
policy is implemented. Cost data in governmentpamticularly poor and hard to relate to output
and outcome data. Specifying policy delivery imterof outcomes is fashionably central in the
UK'’s public budgeting targets, but it is notoriogslifficult to control for or measure changes ie th
quality of outputs. Knowledge of government andlmukector productivity levels is still
rudimentary and has been little studied by companasith private sector productivity changes,
even though the UK spends 25 per cent of final wtutpthe public sector (National Audit Office,
2006).

3.18 Thus, if the main threat faced by the soagdrsces in economic areas is that ‘knowing
capitalism’ will outperform academia in understargdmuch larger volumes of real-time
transactional data, the challenge for HSS professio dealing with government is to help policy-
makers and senior civil servants to appreciate‘pleavasive information’ and evidence-based
decision-making should be as realizable an idetimthe public sector as it is for large, dynamic
companies. Persuading decision-makers to makeaitbe-kcale investments needed to create and
grow systematic digital evidence bases in intefitggays that provide for better policy formulation
and more agile trialling and implementation of imatons is a potentially vital role for a range of

HSS disciplines — especially policy analysis anldligumanagement, economics and social policy.
3.19 The emphasis of humanities academics is toovmepgovernment’s heretofore limited

appreciation of the historic, cultural and philosmpbases of responses to far-reaching social

changes — such as large-scale immigration, differlegrowth amongst ethnic and religious
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groupings and how national identity is defined analved. In this latter area the wider impacts of

the HSS disciplines on civil society are importaatywhich we now turn.
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Chapter 4: The impacts of HSS research on civil saaty
organizations, the media and cultural development

4.1 In this Chapter we give more detail on howH8S disciplines contribute to first public debates
and social information networks, and second how faed into civil society organizations (beyond

business and government).

HSS academic disciplines are highly ‘visible’ in UKmainstream media

4.2 Following on from material in the main repareé€ paragraphs 4.8 to 4.10 in the main rgport

we now look at how important the HSS disciplinesiarinfluencing public debates and media
coverage in the UK. We compiled a comprehensivalitete analysis of press coverage in six major
sets of UK ‘quality’ papers for the whole of May@Q Each item surfaced was checked for its
relevance, the academic disciplines it covered,thadype of research discussed. Non-relevant
items were excluded. We then classified in dekaldrticles included (there is no perfect way of
guaranteeing that all academic-related items arered). After piloting a number of different
approaches, we settled on two different searchlespthe first search using the words ‘professor’
or ‘academic research’, which provides good cover@ag we shall see) of the humanities and social
sciences; and the second using the words ‘Dr.hew findings’, which was designed to cover
findings in medical research. We found that alnoos third of results under the ‘professor’ search
returned relevant references to HSS disciplinesyrad twice the number of references to non-HSS
disciplines (see Figure 4.1). Perhaps not surgfigithe search for ‘Dr’ or ‘new findings’ returned
more references to non-HSS disciplines (mainly STdddiplines); however HSS disciplines still

surfaced on average around 1 in every 6 returns.
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Figure 4.1: Press mentions for academic researchiag two different search terms across a

range of national daily newspapers
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Figure 4.2: The type of references to academic resmeh that we found in our two different
searches
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Method Note Using the Nexus publications database, we seaikegfoups of UK national newspapeFn@ancial
Times Timesand Sunday TimesGuardian Independent anthdependent on Sundayaily Telegraphand Sunday
Telegraph, Daily Mail and Mail on Sundgfpr all references to the two sets of search setloring May 2007 (N = 600
for both searches). For each group of newspapetsaked at the top 100 results and for each regeiltoded the
university mentioned, the subject area, the typefdrence, and the academic discipline covered.
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4.3 The type of items covered in Figure 4.2 abdwens how academic inputs occur. In both
searches the main source of coverage comes framnteep interviewing academics about
developments (especially political and internatlos&ations developments) and including their
comments or reactions as quotes in stories. Iixspaper is interested in covering new social
research findings (such as polls or survey datananterest group campaign or published study, it
IS common practice to get verifying or checking coemts from academics, seen as disinterested
and able to help readers position the story indemncontext. Our interviews with civil society
organizations confirmed this important ‘dial-a-geidunction that HSS academics frequently
provide. The second most common type of coveragbdth searches occurs when papers cover
new academic research itself. In the ‘professata®whole articles written by academics are the
third most common type of coverage, but in the*Bearch they are only a very small item. Letters
written by academics to newspapers was the onb/aheere ‘Dr’ searches which surfaced more

references than ‘Professor’ searches.

4.4 In terms of subject backgrounds, both searphogghes show the large discipline groups for
medicine and health studies and then physical segeand technology in the top two slots — we
have not further disaggregated these somewhat arsicdtegories because they are not our focus
here (so inevitably they will have bigger scoreantimore disaggregated HSS disciplines).
Individual HSS disciplines dominate the rest of $hibjects {s can be seen in Figure 12 in the main
repor), with the first search putting the rank ordepasltics and international relations, then
economics, business and management, psychologwridwistory, followed by a large range of
subjects with at least some coverage. The secardhsagrees in placing politics and international
relations third, followed by psychology, then biess and management and a shorter tail of low-

scoring HSS disciplines.

4.5 This brief exploratory analysis suggests thatd is a clear objective basis to HSS academics’
contention that a broad range of their disciplipkey a part in contributing to public debates. In
many ways the strength of the coverage comparduthéit for the physical sciences is surprising,
especially given the recent emphasis on enhanbmgublic understanding of science, the growth
of ‘pop sciences’ as a literary form, the existeatevell-developed specialist magazines mediating
scientific and medical research to a wider pulaia] the presence of specialists science and
medicine correspondents in all the newspapers wered. Similar resources are rare and much
more scattered in the HSS disciplines, althougtohishas intermediating magazines and of course
literature is a large staple of quality press bomkews. Does the strong performance of the HSS
subjects relative to the STEM group highlight tagdr’s difficulties in disseminating findings more
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widely because of the importance of maths as Hrgllage’ of science, a language inaccessible to
ordinary people? If this were the only factor arkvave should expect to see humanities disciplines
doing well, but in fact it is the social sciencesast relevant for public policy and economic
growth (or most cognate to medicine in the cagesg€thology) - that seem to secure most

coverage.

HSS academics seem relatively content with their ipact role vis-a-vis general
public, but acknowledge that more can be done to iprove public understanding
and culture

4.6 Media and cultural sector stakeholders intevgakfor this study generally fell into two camps.
Some executives mirrored more moderately the geoetigues voiced by some business leaders
of academic research as overly siloed and obscpreBented. However, practicing journalists and
other ‘operators’ in the cultural sector (such aseum officials) generally have more specific
expertise in particular aspects of the HSS disogsliand take a more open and tolerant view,

recognizing the potentially functional featuresuafversity researchers’ ways of doing things.

4.7 Humanities academics were buoyant in our eesuabout their public and cultural impacts,
rating them as 4.7 (out of 7), with a potential aopscore of 5.7. Social science academics concur

on the potential but give a lower actual ratin@&.

Figure 4.3: Perceived scores given by HSS academasthe impact of their
discipline in public debates and cultural enrichmem, and the potential impact that
their discipline could have

[1] [2] [3] [4]

All HSS Humanities Social Mixed or
sciences both
Public and culture
Actual impact 4.6 4.7 3.9 5.0
Potential impact 5.6 5.7 54 5.9
diff. 1.0 1.0 15 0.9

4.8 Comments received in our e-survey suggesHB& academics feel comparatively
‘comfortable’ with their impacts in the area of pialdebate and cultural enrichment. Figure 4.4
below shows that one fifth of the 146 academicsimgicomments implied directly that things were
going well or were fine as they are. Only 1% ofdmraics expressed any scepticism or rejection of
the relevance of impact discussion in this aresilfethe least cynical of the five impact areas
assessed). Two in every five academics acknowlettggdheir own discipline could do more to
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impact on the public, and one in every five poirtieeveaknesses elsewhere, commonly in this case
the funding support provided by government and tzfakcentives for academics to do more

outreach work.

Figure 4.4: How HSS academics evaluated their digdine’s contribution to cultural
enrichment and public debate

Optimistic about impacts

Pessimistic about impacts

All is fine / as it should be

Acknowledge that their discipline
needs to make improvements

Suggest that other stakeholders
need to make improvements

Sceptical or reject relevance of
impact discussion

0 20 40 60 80 100
Percentages of survey responses

Figure 4.5: Main types of impact mentioned
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Informing public debate

Academic dissemination

Through exhibitions and events
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Figure 4.6: Main types of improvements mentioned

Educate the public more effectively from
school onwards

Academic communicating findings more
effectively

Greater awareness and better reporting in
media

More support from funders for
dissemination

More positive acknowledgement from
government
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4.9 We asked for examples of impacts in the argaublic debate and cultural enrichment. Figure
4.5 shows that almost a third of the 113 resporsdeminmenting mentioned widely read books or
broadcasting originated by academics, and a fudherin six (almost all from the humanities)
pointed to exhibitions or events as important focidebate or cultural change. Other examples
were more general, stressing conventional acadeéissemination being mediated into public
debates by journalists or think tanks. Around dnikdtof academics gave relatively specific
examples of impact. However, quite often academviE® either reticent to overstate impacts or
unable to discern causal processes. Comments subk &llowing were somewhat illustrative of
the kinds of statement in this area: ‘Apparently tewtbook about Japanese Society is used by
some, probably very few business people going tkwoJapan’. This cautious testimony was
confirmed by interviews, where academics were comynonable to give figures on the number of
books they had sold, and when pressed on asse¢lsiagtual impact of their book, could only give
anecdotal stories of interest.

4.10 We coded academics’ comments on improvememthweould be made for HSS research to
have a greater impact in the area of public desadlecultural enrichment (Figure 4.6). Many
commenters saw a need for improvements in primadysacondary school education, particularly
in certain humanities such as modern languagesiataty. This was connected to improved
financial backing from research funders to encoairagre outreach work, and more
acknowledgement by government of how HSS reseamatributes. A further one fifth saw a need
for the media to improve their awareness of acadéssues and to report them more
professionally. As balance to this, less than aratgr of respondents saw the weakness lying with
academic disciplines, and a need for academidadafore effective ways of communicating

research.

HSS academics cooperate with civil society organizans in a wide variety of
ways. However, we found signs that communication aneeds could be far
better understood across academic and civil socieigterface

4.11 In the late nineteenth century British sottiabrists were some of the key founders of the
modern doctrine of ‘pluralism’, which stresses thahind public debates, cultural change and the
development of societal, economic and political petences that mark a distinctively modern
society there lies the activities of a huge moséi@ssociations — especially functional interests,
such as occupational groups, professions and tnaid@s; spatially organized communities at local,
regional, national and trans-national levels; amehmunities created by religion, ethnicity,
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language, political and social orientations, and@eal interests, such as churches, charities, and
other non-government organizations (NGOs). Onlyniiaéntenance and development of social
pluralism can provide the necessary checks oratigelscale accretion of power by major
corporations, economic power-holders and governsnamdl public agencies. Social diversity helps
ensure that a climate of open public debate is ta@ied and that there are many sources of social
stability, values and norms on the one hand, armbafl entrepreneurship, innovation and change
on the other.

4.12 Academics in the humanities and social sceseek to influence or to link with more than
just the big battalions of the business world aodegnment policy-makers. They also extensively
co-operate with NGOs, charities, unions, local camities and other forms of social organizations,
seeking their help in their research (for instamt@chieving successful large-scale surveys or
reaching social elites for qualitative interviewslany academics are associated with NGOs over
long periods of time, contributing their expertés®d research time either free or at highly reduced
‘pro bono’ rates, and advising charities and NG@she development of their own research work
and efforts to influence public policy-makers. Taes$forts are hard to quantify, partly because the
scale of operations of very significant NGOs maylmeasily captured in terms of money, staff or
other tangible indicators, especially where thegndupon various forms of donations in-kind — in

the form of time or expertise.

4.13 Compared with business and government leagleople in civil society organizations are far
less overtly critical of the limits of HSS discipdéis. The stakeholders we interviewed are generally
very grateful for the existing levels of involventdry academics and researchers and for their
general willingness to give their research and tireely. However, charities, NGOs, trade unions
and think tanks also sometimes voice in a muckenivay some of the business and government
criticisms, especially about universities’ low valion of applied research and the tendency for
social science research to be overly siloed origlise lines and for academic work to verge

towards overly esoteric formulations or impenetatpression.

Academic staff are generally positive about theirmpacts in civil society, but
envisage improvements in the way that their resealhcis communicated

4.14 Figure 4.7 shows that the 448 academics im thet humanities and social sciences who
responded to our e-survey are overwhelmingly ogtiabout their actual impacts on civil society

organizations — rating their actual impact betw@éhand 4.5 on a scale from 1 to 7, and their
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potential impact at 4.8 to 5.6. Social scientisesas positive here as they are for public policy

impacts, and humanities respondents are more y@siti

Figure 4.7: Perceived scores given by HSS academasthe impact of their
discipline on civil society organizations, and th@otential impact that their
discipline could have

[1] [2] [3] [4]

All HSS Humanities Social Mixed or
sciences both
Civil society
Actual impact 4.1 3.7 4.5 4.1
Potential impact 5.1 4.8 5.6 5.3
diff. 1.0 1.1 1.1 1.2

4.15 Figure 4.8 shows that four fifths of the 14@demics contributing comments on impacts on
civil society were optimistic, albeit in rather wagways, while only one in ten respondents
commenting were pessimistic. Around one in ten ecads expressed the view (in one way or
another) that things are fine as they are, andnarthie same proportion expressed some degree of
scepticism concerning the relevance of achievingaichin civil society. Academics respondents
show little (if any) scepticism about the ideamfiact on public debate and culture; however an
ever-resistant ten per cent reappear when the feauscivil society. A solid two fifths of
respondents acknowledge that their own disciplareroake improvements in terms of having

impacts on civil society organizations.

Figure 4.8: How HSS academics evaluated their digddine’s contribution to civil society

Optimistic about impacts

Pessimistic about impacts
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Figure 4.9: Main types of impact mentioned

Raising public awareness and
debate
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Figure 4.10 Main types of improvements mentioned
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4.16 Looking now at the type of impacts mentioneé&igure 4.9, nearly three quarters of the
academics citing 113 specific examples said tteit tksearch contributed to raising public
awareness and improving debate, and filtered inttesy more generally. Most of these comments
were without specifics, again with respondents shgwa certain reticence and uncertainty about
how to link their own research to tangible or disdlele outcomes. Feeding into government
decision-making was mentioned by one in six peoplamenting. A further one fifth, argued that
academic research facilitated communication betvagéerent social groups (for instance, across
religious or ethnic divides). Figure 4.10 showd tha 125 suggestions for accomplishing
improvements are spread very evenly across muligdelings, but mainly concentrate on things

that HSS disciplines can do to make their reseanate relevant to and better understood by NGOs.
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Current trends and future developments in HSS disglines’ impacts on public
debates, cultural development and civil society oanizations

4.17 The rapid changes in ‘digital era’ patternsedan the business and government sectors have
strong corollaries and implications for the HSSgibnes in relation to civil society also. Changes
in major media have significantly increased the dedifor and opportunities for HSS disciplines’
expertise. For example, the advent of 24 hours &Wshand more specialist political and business
news channels has increased demand for intervigesgrowth of more focused TV channels and
the diversification of broadcasting has increaseddemand for programming relevant to particular
humanities subjects (notably history, literaturedgts, cultural studies and philosophy) and to a

lesser degree in the more accessible social sa@€saeh as psychology).

4.18 The full implications of these developmentsdaltural change and social development are
still the subject of vigorous debate and specutat@md there is as yet no consensus on what they
will be. But there is agreement that advanced itrféddsocieties are shifting towards faster (and
perhaps more complex) cycles of innovation, in \whtte abilities to identify and characterize
changes quickly are increasingly at a premium. die&ibuted capacity of many individuals across
our society to contribute to economic change, putdilicy formulation and implementation, and
social entrepreneurship has ushered in a periGkeafocratizing innovation’ (von Hippel, 2005) in
which users, consumers, and ordinary citizens asngly play vital roles. In informing these
processes humanities and social science discipineady play a key role and look well-adapted to

continue to do so.
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Chapter 5: HSS research and its interface with th@hysical
sciences

5.1 In the modern period the future of higher edion and perhaps of human societies as a whole
on a ‘resource-shrinking’ and increasingly globadiplanet, are strongly bound up in fostering
better co-operation amongst academic disciplimethis Chapter we briefly survey an updated
view of the ‘two cultures’ problem and look at som&amples of the links between the HSS and
science, technology, engineering and maths (STE8&)aine groups. We then consider our e-

survey evidence on how HSS academics more widelyrseissues here.

The ‘two cultures’ problematic now seems out-of-dat, given challenges of
inherently joined-up research issues. However weibtfind signs of an ongoing
cultural divide

5.2 As in many other organizational contexts, thgrentation of academic knowledge and the
efforts of universities into different departmeraald disciplinary silos have long been recognized
as a key problem of UK (and overseas) higher edutan the 1950s C. P. Snow’s key phrase ‘the
two cultures’ captured the strong divorce betwédmnphysical sciences way of doing things, based
on a ‘language’ of mathematics and formal reasqrang that of all other (at that time mainly
‘arts’) disciplines and of ordinary knowledge/commsense ways of thinking and reasoning. In
fact, some areas of science, such as those dedtingnedicine and the ‘natural world’, have
always evoked wide public and media interest, amgequently attracted the attention of mediators
who try to encapsulate and break down scientifmvkiedge in more accessible ways. More
recently the strong push to improve the dissenonatif scientific research and to develop better
‘public understanding of science’ have also blutiresl‘two cultures’ divide. And the recent growth
of ‘popular science’ books, many written with atbrgcal slant, also attests to a widespread public
interest in better understanding how the physindlmathematical sciences work.

5.3 In the modern period, however, there is a witkesd trend towards the ‘technicalization’ of
more of the social sciences, which also noticeafilycts one or two of the humanities and some
specific sub-fields in more humanities areas. Tienges here are seen especially in the increased
prevalence and development of formal models exptessmathematical and statistical terms and
the use of large volumes of quantitative data acties social sciences. This was evident in the
public policy domain where we found growing sup@ortong government social researchers for
the use of ‘scaled down’ versions of randomizedmdtrials in policy evaluation work. These

developments might perhaps suggest that the fatihes of Snow’s ‘two cultures’ increasingly
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runwithin the HSS group, between the formal/quantitativiel§i®n the one hand and the more or

solely qualitative methods areas on the othergrdtian between the physical sciences and the rest.

5.4 There are some rich interchanges between tysqaih sciences and HSS disciplines. A number
of observers with long-run experience in academathe private sector agreed that the
institutional and research links between the STHEddidlines and the humanities were vitally
important in ensuring a more rounded approachiemstic application, for example in fields such
as international health development, neurosciesug robotics. The same observers were
concerned that these links had become generalligavéathe last decade or so. The physical
science and medical model of how to develop a cativel knowledge base has been a highly
influential one in the social sciences, among wimsaetitioners some commentators have detected
a ‘physics envy’. (Critics from the qualitativelfie of these disciplines see this stance as reflect

in implausible or premature efforts at the ‘mathénadion’ of some social science disciplines.) In
fact a succession of different physical scienceriles and approaches have provided powerful and
highly influential analogies, triggering developrteem social science theories. These include the
original impetus of Newton physics (with an analagdield’ concept strongly embodied in the
assumptions of neo-classical economics), evolutiotieeories and debates that have influenced
sociology and fields like evolutionary economiasg anore recently the different broad pictures of
scientific endeavour suggested by developmenthie®s theory or genome research. Of course,
there are some reverse flows from HSS disciplinesphysical sciences, from fields like the
philosophy of science, the sociology of science thiedorofessions, and empirical studies of the
public understanding or cultural implications ofesice — although for many physical scientists
these ‘reverse’ interventions are still seen adgroversial. Finally, there are some instances where
much more complex cross-fertilizations occur. A kega concerns the way that developments in
social science statistics and other methods hawsfisrmed medical research and the testing of
treatments in the post-war period. At the same tmmeddical researchers have developed very
strong and articulated models for evidence-bassehreh and ways of looking across a wide range
of studies with different methods, data sourcesfantlings — approaches that have been highly
influential in again changing social sciences méthio incorporate the medical studies’

innovations.

5.5 The origins of these increasing convergencesdam the HSS and STEM discipline groups are
not hard to find. The increasing salience of infation and IT systems mean that all modern
organizations are complex ‘socio-technical’ systeémahich information-engineering plays critical

roles. User innovations in industry, services avdad life typically involve an appreciation of how
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machinery or technical systems, along with socsaisuof them, combine to bring about particular
results, a level of insight that is often unavdgato the initial designers of machinery, servioes
products. Our interviews with a number of leadielgphony and data corporations reveal intensive
research focus on the latest ways in which youropleeare using mobile and web technologies.
Similarly in medicine virtually all treatment rega® are highly influenced by cultural and social
behaviours and by patient understandings of thegsses they are involved in. The stakeholders
we interviewed told us repeatedly that for busieesnd for government the inputs that they would
most value from higher education are those thatrgfhined-up solutions’ to closely integrated,
multi-causal problems. This kind of solutions woblihg together STEM and HSS disciplines’
knowledge, instead of separating it into differacademic cultures, or worse still fragmenting it
across many different disciplines in ways that beisses and government find hard to reconcile or
fit together. A ‘reality check’ that discussion aral interdisciplinary issues may largely be a
preoccupation of the university classes came dwamuopterview with a major UK think tank: ‘The
concept of interdisciplinarity is hard to get ydwead round [...] We are working in the real world
and don't visualize issues in separate disciplordtelds. This is probably more of a relevant

concept for university departments’.

HSS academics have relatively low estimation of thenpacts of their work in the
science and technology spheres. However both HSSJ&E®TEM academics
recognise a potential for more ‘rounded’ integration

5.7 The 448 respondents from the humanities andlssmences to our e-survey are generally
reserved about their discipline’s actual impactednnecting with the physical sciences, medicine
or technology in the recent period (see Figurebglbw). Overall, influence on the physical
sciences and medicine scored lowest of all fiveaaegories in terms of actual perceived impact
(2.9 - on a scale from 1 to 7) and only marginalbpve the category of economy and business in
terms of potential impact (3.9). Humanities acadsmated their disciplines’ actual impact at 2.6
and potential influence at 3.3. Social scientistseslightly more optimistic at 3.1 for the actual

impacts score, and then envisaged a slightly Igtyep to 4.5 for potential impact.
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Figure 5.1: Perceived scores given by HSS academars the impact of their
discipline in physical sciences, technology and miethe, and the potential impact
that their discipline could have

[1] [2] [3] [4]

AllHSS Humanities Social Mixed or
sciences both
Science and technology
Actual impact 2.9 2.6 3.1 3.1
Potential impact 3.9 3.3 4.5 4.0
diff. 1.0 0.7 1.4 0.9

5.8 Although these are low scores vis-a-vis othgyact areas, the comments provided by
academics to our survey were generally optimigiigure 5.2 shows that a fifth of the 130
respondents who commented in our e-survey werergilnpessimistic about the impact of their
discipline in science and technology fields, buit thone gave any specific illustrations or
justifications for this pessimism. Three fifths wewver, were generally optimistic, although only
one in 20 offered specific examples to back uprtbeiimism (largely following patterns in other

areas).

5.9 Asked what suggestions they would make to faste#e connections with the physical sciences,
Figure 5.2 shows that only one in ten HSS respasdmmmenting were sceptical or deprecating
about such links. (Looking at the equivalent raofyscepticism across our other four areas reveals
quite an interesting picture about where HSS acadef®el impact discussions should be taking
place. Ten per cent are sceptical on science ahadéogy (and civil society), compared to a much
higher 25 per cent on economy and business, anath lawer 1 per cent on public and cultural
enrichment.) Again in Figure 5.2, nearly half of 5i&ademics suggested that changes needed to
be made by other stakeholders (largely scien&@search communities and government). Nearly a

third saw a need for their discipline to change.
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Figure 5.2 How HSS academics evaluated their disdipe’s contribution to science and
technology

Optimistic about impacts
Pessimistic about impacts

All is fine / as it should be ]

Acknowledge that their discipline
needs to make improvements

Suggest that other stakeholders
need to make improvements

Sceptical or reject relevance of
impact discussion
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Figure 5.3: Main types of impact mentioned
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Figure 5.4: Most commonly cited suggestions for inmpving impact
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5.9 Turning to the 88 instances of connectiongicitégure 5.3 shows that over a third involved
looking at the ethics or impact of physical sciemmek. Many of these examples lay in the area of
medical humanities and bio-medical ethics, andraheas such as philosophical approaches to
cognitive neuroscience. A further third involve@dieng into scientific or technical advances or
encouraging collaboration. And a number of academaterenced ‘bridging’ programmes funded
by research councils as an important lever for chppanning STEM and HSS disciplines. For
example, the AHRC's ‘Heritage and Science’ initiativas mentioned positively a number of times
independently in the survey returns and by majdalipunstitutions such as the British Museum.
The remaining suggestions involved awareness-ggisither among scientists or the public at

large.

5.10 Thus a spirit of cooperation still burns, watte half of HSS academics advocating either
better understanding across the discipline grouplseocreation of more or better research links
between the disciplines, shown in Figure 5.4. Atbane sixth of responses focused on the need for
greater focus on the social and philosophical cdrdescience research (largely by physical
science disciplines). Interestingly many of ouemtewees from STEM disciplines felt strongly
that undergraduate and graduate STEM courses aadldhould do much more to integrate related
HSS modules or options. One interviewee saidhtidd be mandatory that all sciences do at least
two years of this history and philosophy of theibgct [...] It has to be seen as integral to the
understanding of the subject’. Getting more rectigmiof inter-disciplinary work in status or
funding terms figured moderately as a general th&oee universities were mentioned
specifically as having made some progress in mglah external impact considerations into
professional promotions (see for example UniverSitylege, London and HEFCE's Beacon of

Engagement Scheme).
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Appendix: Case Study Examples

A. Introducing tuition fees into UK higher educatio

B. The growth of research into happiness and waltdp

C. Explaining and interpreting new human rightsdisgion in the UK

D. Scientific breakthrough and new challenges f8SHlisciplines

E. Public engagement in the culture sector anddleeof academic research
F. Climate change and environmental sustainability

G. Academic history and the impact of historicalratves

H. Modern languages research and teaching in the UK

|. Research culture and networks in internatiomaletbpment

J. Third sector organizations as champions of anadeesearch

K: The impact of philosophy and philosophers

Figure 1: Case study matrix indicating major areasof subject coverage of case studies

Case study numbéas above)

C|D|E GH|I'|]J

Politics and public policy )

ZN|[ 7N

X | X XX X] X
X

Social studies X X

X|X|X|@®@
X|X| XM

Economics X X

Human and social geography X[ X|X| X

X
X

. . . Business and management X
Social sciences

Anthropology X X

Education X X

Media and communications X

Social psychology X

Finance and accounting

History and art history XX X|X| X

Law X| X X| X

Modern languages X | X| X

Philosophy X X | X

Humanities Culture studies

Archaeology

X[\

Theology

English language and linguistics

Physical science XX X| X

x
X
X

Medical science

Non-HSS

><
X
X

Natural science

Arts and creative X | X
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About these short case studies

a. The following ten short case studies are dedigm@rovide more detailed and illustrative
information to supplement the main report alongsidle research report. Of course we cannot
provide full coverage of all humanities and sosigkence disciplines. However, we wanted these
case examples to highlight some of the interdistpy characteristics that are so clearly an
increasing feature of academic teaching and relseéaday. They also give a flavour of the types of
work currently underway in academic departmentssecthe UK that are achieving positive social
impacts.

b. The cases were developed using data that cametifire full range of methods that we used for
this report. Some information came via interviewthwenior policy-makers, academic staff,
private sector employees, third sector organizatiand funding and charitable bodies. Some data
came from the online survey of academic membetiseohumanities and social sciences
professions. Lastly, some came via non-reactivesnrea such as press archive searches, Google

searches, and other systematic review of corpdi@aments.

Case example A: Introducing tuition fees into UK hgher education

Al. In July 2004 the Higher Education Act instiit@ajor reforms to higher education funding
involving the introduction of variable tuition fe&s be paid by students and set at the discrefion o
universities, up to a maximum threshold of £3,0lls measure was accompanied by the
introduction of programmes increasing access @nfiral aid and bursaries, and by continuation of
the deferred and income-contingent repayment &f fls@ugh the existing student loans system. A
2003 higher education White Paper introduced thineuof a variable fee scheme. The £3,000 fees
cap was based on average cost calculations fronctwotries that had already implemented
variable fees, Australia and New Zealand.

A2. Our interviews revealed strong and varied iefices (and views) from economists, social
scientists, campaigning organizations and uniomd eglucationalists in the lifespan of these
policies and their implementation. We have foundegal agreement that LSE economist Nick Barr
and his colleague lan Crawford were integral inisgtout and campaigning for the specific
combination of measures. As one experienced conatorgut it unprompted: ‘There is no
guestion that Nick Barr had an influence on finaligy outcomes of the higher education reforms
in 2004’. Their work over 16 years leading up te #9004 Act involved a mix of academic research,
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information provision, and targeted and persiskealbying (at times at the very heart of

government) to push through these changes. Irafbitte interviewees we spoke to in relation to
this case, including officials from the DepartmétEducation and Skills (DfES) and academics
from other universities advocating alternative fungdnodels, confirmed to varying degrees that

the combined influence of Barr and Crawford prodideblueprint for the current system.

Quotes on reform to the higher education system...

‘T'll give you a killer fact. In the 2003 White Papthere was only one academic
reference in the footnotes and that was about é¢tegionship between teaching and
research.’

‘All the research was telling us that tuition feesuld put students off...When you look at
the entry figures for 2007 it hasn’t deterred peoat all, in fact the number has
increased.’

‘There was nothing “rounded” about the way in whigsearch informed policy changes
in 2004.

A3. It would be misleading and incorrect howevemtply that this research alone shaped the 2004
Act. Barr himself acknowledges that there had egrowing consensus among leading
economists by the late 1990s that a funding cisie higher education system would be
inevitable without some form of adjustment to teeenue mechanism. It is not within our remit
here to delineate on the relative merits and drakdaf the new tuition fee system. However, we
did scan press and media to try to determine thenéto which the reforms were underpinned by
informed academic research and the extent to weuealuation of the research has been effective.
We carried out a Google search of references itiotufees’ and ‘professor’ in order to get a
picture of range of academic commentary on themefoFigure Al below shows that from 200
results we found at least 30 academics from a rahdesciplines that had commented or produced
relevant research in this area. Interestinglygh Iproportion of economists and those in senior
university positions seemed to be commenting ilndawf the reforms, while strikingly all the

other social scientists were expressing either anor criticism.
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Figure Al: Number of positive and negative referenes found in a Google search for ‘tuition
fees’ and ‘professor’
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Note: We searched Google using the terms ‘tuite@sfand ‘professor’ and looked at the top 200lteswWe reviewed each result and coded up any
relevant information about academics giving viewstee introduction of tuition fees in the UK highezfucation system. This graph shows the
discipline in which the academic is working and tiiee their reference is generally positive, negativ neutral about tuition fees.

A4. Other researchers in the field of social sogeaicd education provided important evidence to
the DfES during the mid to late 1990s on the conseqges of reform to the funding system. Social
scientists and researchers from South Bank Uniyecarried out work for the DfES on the
potential regressive effects of the abolition args and the extent to which debt may deter stadent
from going to university. These academics have gotedl three iterations of the influential and
very valuable Student Income and Expenditure Syrv@yimissioned by the DfES every other
year. It has formed an important tool for benchrmaykhe impacts of higher education finance
reforms. Students unions represented by the Natidman of Students (NUS) were active
participants in the consultation and evaluatiorcpss. The NUS told us that it commissioned
academic research from Sussex University on tofeep and recently worked with the Institute of
Fiscal Studies on issues around the economy ofagidnc Research plays a major part in their

campaigning and policy work.

A5. Predictably with such a divisive policy issuwes found that other academic research has
observed the implementation of the tuition feesgesyisclosely and raised questions about the extent
to which it has been successful. Research by st@dte of Education suggests that the top-up
system has not worked and has led to new transaotists involving graduate contributions and
advance payments by the Treasury. Intervieweesesteyd) that we do not have the ‘market’ that

everybody envisaged: ‘There is a sense of unrealisoat the whole debate [...] and the quality of
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the overall research environment is questionableese different views lead back to the way in
which policies are fashioned at senior politicalkleand the extent to which research will
necessarily have only a limited influence in thateat of achieving decisive political objectives.
Academic researchers were generally sanguine afidtie about the impact of political
imperatives on the extent to which policy makers iesearch findings. Numerous commentators
warned against variations of the ‘silver bullet@ggome’, in other words short term solutions to the
problem of the higher education funding drain. Ag mterviewee put it: “You take a decision to

charge a market rate of interest, and the probdesolved overnight’.

Case example B: The growth of research into happise and well-being

B1. In the last twenty years academic researcheainterface between economics, psychology and
neuroscience has undermined the assertion thatiatditeng standards alone or principally
determine the happiness or well-being of peoplgeiveloped countries. Once developed countries
reach a certain level of economic prosperity, tlationship between any further increase in
prosperity and overall reported happiness becoeresotis. The theme of happiness and well-being
has grown into an important sub-strand of reseaccmomics. As one of the leading economists in
this area Andrew Oswald suggests, Gross Nationppidass (GNH) has become as important as
GNP in measuring wealth in developed societiesnpke search of the UK mainstream press
shows that references to ‘happiness’ have incretised or fourfold since the early 1990s, shown
in Figure B1 below. More people are talking abtt toncept of happiness (even if aggregate

levels of happiness show signs of having fallen).

Figure B1: Growth in the annual number of reference made to ‘happiness’ in UK
mainstream newspapers since 1990
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B2. Happiness and well-being research has had e naitge of impacts in drawing together
different academic disciplines, policy developmemig society at large. In academic journals,
papers on happiness are increasingly highly c@sivald published an article with David
Blanchflower in 2004 in the highly-regard@durnal of Public EconomicdWell-being over time in
Britain and the US’ became the second most citeademic article in the world according to ISl
Highly Cited at the time. Researchers estimateithtite pre-2000 period, academic articles on
well-being were published at a rate of around areyetwo months whereas in the period post-
2000 this rate averages around one per week (28€K;). We found evidence that happiness
research has provided strong foundation for inrnieggiolicy development at the heart of UK
government. In December 2002 the Prime Ministettat8gy Unit published a high profile and
well-received report exploring the relevance ofgiiapss discourse in modern-day policy making.
The Conservative party in recent years has alserdheeavily on the discourse of well-being.
MORI launched a new survey in 2004 ‘Life satisfantand trust in other people’ exploring what
makes people happy. Best selling books such asaRidlayard’'sHappinesg2006) and Oliver
JamesAffluenza(2007) have raised the profile of the theme im&of popular culture and
discussion. In April 2006 the BBC screened a sist-peries called ‘The Happiness Formula’ on
human happiness which included academic contribstioom Ed Diener, Dylan Evans, Daniel
Kahneman, Richard Layard, Andrew Oswald, Martirigheéin, and Ruut Veerhoven. Perhaps not
surprisingly, private sector firms have also shamtarest in the ingredients of human happiness.
For example, Cadbury commissioned a large study thig evolutionary psychologist Dylan Evans
in 2003 to research factors which increase peofdelings of happiness.

Quotes on research into happiness and well-being .

‘The UK is flourishing in terms of academic resdaom happiness.’
‘It is still hazardous for an economist to submapprs to journals outside of the discipline. So twha
happens is that disciplines submit to their owrrpails, establish a discipline-led literature, and

then all plough in together at conferences on hapgs.’

‘We are now in a period where happiness researchide@ome very popular, even trendy. The
early signs were there in mid-1990s . . . probablyt of luck and timing.’

B3. Our interviewees raised a number of questitwsithe impact of happiness research in
general. One or two more sceptical discussanteddhat there has been ‘astonishing’
improvement in hard evidence on happiness but drthat this has not filtered through to policy
and public debate. Despite ongoing developmentarerpractically based tools such as the World
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Happiness Database at Erasmus University, we feng few specific examples of happiness
research being applied to policy change. Thereateptions, such as the Department of Work and
Pensions and Department of Health’'s recent researttealth, work and well-being. A further
concern relates to the extent to which happinessrteured as a truly interdisciplinary subject.
Leading economists generally felt that althougk @ommon for researchers to range across
disciplines, there was still an element of terrébty about the subject. Some suggested thanit ca
be dangerous for academics in one discipline tdigfuin journals that are not established in their
field. This limits the extent to which differentsdiplines are contributing to a unified source of

expertise, such as tdeurnal of Happiness Studies

Case example C: Explaining and interpreting new huran rights legislation in
the UK

C1. The Human Rights Act 1998 introduced into theddurts a statutory remedy for breaches of
the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHRpalticular the Act made it unlawful for any
public body to act in a way which is in breachltd ECHR. The profile of human rights discourse
and debate undoubtedly increased as a result pa@gon for and implementation of the Act. It
has led to the fast development of what is effetyian interdisciplinary field of study into human
rights involving law, social science, philosophistbry and public policy. The coverage of human
rights stories in the UK national press has broddiybled since the beginning of the 1990s, as
shown in Figure C1 below. We searched for referetzéhuman rights’ in th&imesandSunday
Times and found just under 700 references per yea®®® had increased to over 1,800 by 2006. A
similar search in th&uardianshowed an increase from just over 1,000 in 199fhtter 1,700 in
2006.
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Figure C1: Growth in the annual number of reference made to ‘human rights’ in UK
mainstream newspapers since 1990
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C2. Law academics and social scientists in padrduave had a major impact in laying the
groundwork for and in explaining and interpretirepwnhuman rights legislation in the UK over the
last ten years. During the mid-1990s the Britishduar party were proactive in tapping the views of
leading academics across a variety of disciplinesder to lay out an agenda for government. In
1995 the Party convened a meeting at King’s Collegelon designed to engage leading
academics. One of the items on the agenda was hughs and the development of human rights
legislation. By 1997 academics and barristers weselved in drafting the White Paper that would
ultimately become the 1998 Act. Between 1998 ariD28e need for academic legal expertise
‘came to the fore’ as judges, legal professioratsl other members of the judiciary required
training and guidance on the Act’s legal detaile Benior judiciary set up a training scheme
through the office of the Lord Chief Justice, invinb briefings by leading law academics.
Interviewees suggested that these years direddy thie introduction of the Act formed a ‘period of
transition’, involving systematic interaction be@vesenior judges and law academics that had been
‘largely unprecedented’. Leading law academics ébtlremselves in a position of influence. As
one interviewee described it: ‘Academics becamegof the new knowledge’.

C3. One interesting consequence of this ‘new dammironment was that law academics found
that their journal papers were having a legal ptenesetting effect — in other words, being
referenced or used by judges to formulate or undguglicial decisions in court. Law review
articles had a direct impact on the way in whickesawere framed and decisions made, either
through direct reference in the judgement to acadanicles or more indirectly via signs that
academic articles had a guiding effect on judgedhleir deliberations. As one interviewee
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suggested: ‘Judges were basing assessment of lavtides in weighty journals’. Another major
area for academic impact in the years followingitttieoduction of the Act has been in advice and
interpretation of its requirements for governmegpaltments. Section 19, the only section of the
Act not to be delayed, obliged departments to enthat all legislation and regulation produced
should be compatible with the Act. As one expdd tes: ‘Departments scrambled about wanting to
know whether their legislation was human rightsgfrdOur interviewees have all worked with a
range of major departments in this capacity. Acadgmave also had strong impact through the
parliamentary process, particularly as legal adgismd expert withesses to the Joint Committee on
Human Rights and the Home Affairs Select CommitBmame academics suggested that their
profession could have done more to ‘demystify’ thenan Rights Act and remove some of the
ambiguity that arises from politicisation of thegilation.

C4. Increasing awareness and relevance of thel secamomic and political implications of human
rights legislation (and discourse) has been largedponsible for the rapid growth of human rights
as an interdisciplinary field of academic studyeTast ten years have seen a burgeoning number of
new integrated human rights departments at unikesssuch as University College London,

London School of Economics, Nottingham and Essed,the discipline has become an extremely
attractive field of study for graduate students oanirom a wide range of backgrounds.

Quotes on the usefulness of the academic studywhhn rights . . .

‘Human rights are complicated because they essigntrevolve moral and policy issues, and
lawyers feel ill-equipped to address these directly

‘The judiciary still look to academia for adviceydthere are quite fluid boundaries between the
judiciary, barristers and academia. There is a ¢ouning flow of information across these
boundaries.’

‘The Home Office employs country experts to givekgeound information on countries in asylum
claims. . .. There is potential here to use acadgnset up links with academics, and have them
play an independent and systematic role in givwmidence in claims cases.’

C5. A similar profile increase can be seen in theltsector as organizations such as Justice and
Liberty have positioned themselves at the centigubfic debate and policy development. Justice,
an organization of just eight full time staff, vigheir role as advising and promoting respect for
human rights in all spheres of society, particplalicy development, and they place a high value on

research and expert analysis, including academi&:wo
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Much of our work is translating work done by lawg@nd law academics into a more
accessible format for consumption in policy makbognmunities. [...] There are of course
economic and social implications of human rightgdiation, but there does tend to be
institutional resistance which means that acadeteiud to stick to their area of competence.
This means that rounded studies are quite raretheamnd is definitely demand for more
extensive cross-disciplinary work.

Lastly, there has also been an increase in intardéis subject area within public debate, aslman

seen from the numbers of books published annuadifydiscuss human rights over the last decade

(see Figure C2 below).

Figure C2: The number of books published annually ¥ a range of academic and non-
academic publishers with the term ‘human rights’ inthe main title or sub-title, by year
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Case example D: Scientific breakthroughs and new aflenges for HSS
disciplines

D1. Breakthrough discoveries in the physical aruddgical sciences in the last decade — such as the
Human Genome project, stem cell techniques, IVEh@remarkable improvements in neural non-
invasive imaging technology — have raised a whahge of new research challenges for HSS
disciplines. This conceivably involves philosopRkthics, social science and public policy,
psychology, history and law, along with potentiatigny others. Huge research questions beckon.
What is the relationship between physical braircfioms and cognitive perception and workings of
the mind? What are the moral and philosophical icagibns of artificial duplication of human life?
What are the economic and legal implications of tiange, when genetic discoveries become
proprietary knowledge? And what human and persomalications are there when humans are

dealt a bad hand, for example, in terms of theiegje make-up? At a very prosaic level, recent
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serious personal data losses by government depagmmake the prospect of genetic data
collection and storage within the public sectoeayworrying prospect indeed. Many physical
scientists are blindly positive about these advanaethey are dismissive of the ‘sticky’ sociatian
ethical implications of their work. Other sciengisiong with HSS academics already working on
some of these issues believe that there is aroi@to be played by greater discussions and

interactions.

D2. There has been growth in recent years in theurees available for the study of biomedical
ethics and university capacity-building for appliedearch and teaching. Concepts of ‘informed
consent’ have become more complicated with theldtineaughs in genetics. As one interviewer put
it: ‘We require more sophisticated ethical and rualkits, particularly as genetics has moved
into agriculture and food industries’. The Wellcoiiast, the leading UK biomedical research
charity, has doubled its funding of research intortedical ethics in the last year and plans much
more intensive funding of academic research imthé five years. Research units, such as the
Centre for Professional Ethics at Keele Universtye of the first academic institutions to offer
masters and doctoral courses in biomedical ethiom(2002), have seen growth in their teaching
capacity and the number of research students entgears. Other centres such as the Centre for
Biomedicine and Society at Kings College, Londonehmtegrated graduate programmes into their
development, for example the MSc in Medicine, Soéeand Society. Interviewees told us that the
number of specific university chairs in the fielidneedical humanities has significantly increased in
recent years. The ESRC is currently funding a mesezentre (called CESAgen) focusing on the
economic and social aspects of genetics. Figurelidvs a clear increase in the profile of genetics

issues in the mainstream UK press.
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Figure D1: Growth in the number of annual reference made to ‘genetics’, ‘genome’
‘DNA’ in the Times and Sunday Times since 1990
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D3. Interviewees generally agreed that the repriadf the UK is strong as a growing centre for

bioethical research and that it is an attractivisoofor academics from other countries

working in

this field. We found an impressive range of intéicats between academics and professionals,

policy makers and practical stakeholders. Researablemics are represented at the very sharpest

point of genetic innovation and research; for exi@nprofessor Ruth Chadwick at Cardiff

University chairs the Human Genome OrganizatioHdGO) Ethics committee. Other

interviewees confirmed that statements and resdmrhthis Committee have had considerable

impact in the wider work of the HUGO and are regylaited in HUGO publications. One example

is the statement made on ‘benefit sharing’, padityithe benefits of sharing HUGO re

communities in the public and private sector.

search with

Quotes on science breakthroughs and the challengerfHSS disciplines...

‘In theory, bioethics has quite a strong influereethe range of policy options
government can take in regulating and promotinglifieesciences and medicine: in
affecting public understanding of, engagement artt perception of the life sciences
and medicine; and in training and informing scisigiin the ethical, legal and social
aspects of their work [...] I have seen little orexadence which evaluates how far any
these influences are real in practice.’

‘Academic research in HSS . . is often seen asliivgluable for framing issues...Jus
not resolving them.’

‘When you think that one in ten R&D projects haag ampact, you have to be realistic

of

about what research is going to do for you.’
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D4. Researchers at a biomedicine centre at a Londwersity receive significant grants from the
funding bodies to investigate social and ethicsés relating to IVF and stem cell research. This
work has a ‘strong practitioner focus’, as bothDicectors came from research in the nursing
profession prior to setting up the Centre arouyeds ago. Interviewees told us that often the most
satisfying impacts were quite subtle and localigedtficularly changing the way that health
professionals prioritise ethical considerations aradke operational ethical issues into their day-to-
day work at an interpersonal level. One intervieta@ us that ‘a colleague working on ante-natal
screening for sickle cell had minor-ish impactaiftuencing the way in which hospitals discussed
ethical issues with patients’. Researchers fronSitieol of Applied Social Sciences at Durham
University have carried out research funded bywdicome Trust into the ethical, political and
public administrative implications of the UK NatalrDNA database. As a result of this research

the National DNA Database Board was set up.

D5. Commercial corporations are showing an increpsiterest in the ethical aspects of new bio-
science. They are increasingly setting up ethiessady boards. However academics told us that it
is often difficult to gauge the impact and motieatbehind these boards. Some of our interviewees
told us that they worked with large and well-knowdtience corporations to advise them on
‘informed consent’ forms and surrounding issueseblent years, the development of ‘pharmaco-
genetics’, techniques which allows scientists t&enanks between drug effectiveness and the
particular genetic and protein make-up of humaividdals, led to a new challenge for
modernising informed consent concepts and toofarer expert from a major pharmaceutical
company told us that the Nuffield Council guiden@oduced in 2004 were ‘simply excellent’
practical guidelines and recommendations which leen adopted by the industry as the
unofficial industry standard. These were producgd broad range of HSS academics, including
philosophers, lawyers, ethicists and geographensgte sector experts generally agreed that
although pharmaco-genetics offered great potefttidteating patients more effectively, it also
posed research and development costs and riskajtw drug companies, which has slightly
stymied progress in this area. ‘Pharmacos ten@ve kery sophisticated in-house economist
expertise for thinking about these kinds of ridkst they do pay attention to academic work on

innovation and drug development’.
D6. One objective indication of this distance iswh in our press survey above in the ratio

between the number of articles citing ‘geneticsl #ime number of articles citing a combination of

‘genetics and moral’ or ‘genetics and ethics / Miofaound one in ten articles referencing
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‘genetics’ in some way in the Times and Sunday Eimlso referenced the words ‘moral’ or

‘ethical’. Academic interviewees agreed that agloone in ten ratio seemed fair. Some academics
suggested that there was still room for greatetilprg of bioethical implications of genetic

research, and we found one or two who expressegmiisntment that the humanities had not so far
made more of a mark in this area. It was geneegJlged amongst HSS academics however that the
research field is still expanding and relearniisgdentity in the face of rapid technological

progress. Some academics also suggested thatthiedotogy is still in development, and that

there was definitely scope for more empirical workthe subject.

Case example E: Public engagement in the culturecer and the role of
academic research

E1l. In June 2006 leading cultural organizationtheéUK published a joint report that showed the
UK ranked comparatively low in terms of public erdé@ure on culture but increasingly
progressive in terms of the introduction of measuoeraise access to culture and the increase in
numbers of people visiting cultural institutioncklas museums and galleries. In 2006 the UK
spent on average €50 per capita on culture compar@to0 in Germany, €160 in the Netherlands,
and €180 in France. Government-funded museums aletigs in the UK are now largely free to
enter (excluding one-off shows) and figures frone@ort by Tony Travers at the LSE show signs
of significant increases in interest and attendavex recent years, see Figure E1 below (Travers,
2006). Visitor numbers have increased by aroundthivds since 1999, compared to an increase of
one third in funding during the same period. Intradg free access has been partly responsible for
tapping into a considerable extant demand amortgsBmpeople for access to popular and high
culture. The Tate Modern has become the most pppddern art museum in the world with over

6 million visitors in 2005. Major shows in recerdays (such as the 2002 Matisse Picasso show)
attracted 1.5 million visitors.

Figure E1: Increase in expenditure and visitor numlers in UK museums
and galleries since 1999

Percentage
2005-06 change since

(Figures in Thousands) 1998-99
Total expenditurdf) 678,820 30
Donation and sponsorsh{f) 71,290 -8
Admissions income (£) 21,740 1
Visitor numbers 38,110 64
Overseas visitors 10,620 163

Source From the report ‘Museums and Galleries in Brit&inonomic, social and creative impacts’ by Tony
Travers (2006) commissioned by the National Mus@&iractors’ Conference (NMDC) and the Museums,
Libraries and Archives Council (MLA).
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E2. The impact of humanities and social sciencdeamwécs, particularly historians, archaeologists,
art and cultural historians, linguists and soci@tgy in curating and advising on major exhibitions
and collections has been considerable. Academcdvied in curating or advising on major shows
described the impact of shows and related pubtinatas ‘huge’, ‘vast’ and ‘very very important’.
One leading twentieth century art historian told‘Beople don’t ask me any more what an art
historian is [...] Big shows make art far more acd#@esand mainstream’. Interviewees generally
agreed that the process of presenting works ¢edlrter thematically or in narrative) leads to othe
very important externality effects, which ‘tell ydlings you didn’t know about your own area of
research’, often influencing the way that otherezigpview their own work. Historians suggested
that the experience of an exhibition can have &eaxplosive or immediate effects’ on people’s

lives, quickly increasing demand for related boatdsich have much ‘slower burn’ impacts.

Quotes on culture sector and HSS disciplines
‘Research into history is one of the motors ofttbetage industry.’

‘Archaeological research feeds closely into theitage and tourism industries. It is
difficult to determine the precise impact of sge@rchaeological research against a
general interest in archaeology amongst the public.

‘We [museums] have become very skilled at puttiggther snapshots of current
thinking in academia. The Gothic show, Art Nouvédarst Emperor, all involved
distilling a much wider body of knowledge down ahdwing it through a different lens

E3. World-renowned institutions such as the Britibliseum (BM) and the Victoria and Albert
(V&A) Museum both told us that the academic redeaxdture is now closely linked to curatorial
work and public engagement activities. The BM fxaimple has a total research budget of around
£1 million, including external funding from fundirgg@uncils and charitable trusts. Links with
academic researchers are manifold and providesugbort and expert knowledge for around 150
in-house curatorial and conservation staff (mostledm are qualified to doctoral level). The V&A
also have one of the longest established reseadiions in the UK museum sector, and describe
their links with academics as ‘very fluid’, compng close working relationships with around 12
universities. Both institutions feed into and suppost-graduate teaching courses. Major shows
almost always involve close cooperation with reté\academic experts such as the current First
Emperor exhibition at the BM or the recent Swing8igties exhibition at the V&A. The latter
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grew out of a jointly funded ESRC-AHRC project aritares of consumption, and the show itself
contributed to the introduction of a module on 1960pular culture into the national curriculum.

E4. Both the BM and the V&A strongly agree that éstablishment of the Arts and Humanities
Research Council (AHRC) and their own accreditafisiindependent research organizations (able
to apply for AHRC funding) has radically transforndeir research activity and aspirations. The
BM is part of the AHRC Heritage and Science Initi@twhich aims to bridge funding objectives
and programmes with other science-based reseautitits® Much of the subject areas covered by
the BM research span the humanities and physi@t&es, particularly archaeological research,
and so ‘this programme fits us well’. Increasedding at the BM has led to an expansion of joint
research projects around the world. There are lysaiaund 20 archaeological fieldwork projects
underway (which can be quite expensive). Therabs@ projects in Tehran cataloguing the Iranian
coin collection, in Africa on the monetary histafycontinent, and in the Nile Delta on the
influence of Egyptian culture on the Greeks. Thirayaof research draws on a wide range of UK

academic expertise.

E5. As well as applied research both institutiomsiatimately hooked in to academic teaching and
publishing. In-house researchers regularly publigbeer-reviewed journals and other professional
publications. The Head of Research at the BM, fangple, sits on the AHRC panel for Religion
and Society. The BM currently run a collaboratieetral awards scheme for eight PhD students
in partnership with designated universities. Thiteasion into graduate training is linked to the
problem that teaching in key specialisms (so-cdtyechid subjects’) is ‘withering away’ in the
university sector, particularly knowledge of an¢ilamguages and scripts. So the BM has had to
source academics either from the United Stateseom@ny, and consider how to maintain and
encourage this kind of very specific scholarly axige in-house. Interviewees agreed that the

pressure on museums to maintain ‘orchid’ expertiag well grow in the near future.

E6. The BM and the V&A have also had to learn howftectively engage with the public: ‘We
have many of the characteristics of universityunglt But we also have had to develop a very clear
idea of our public role and what the public want][not least in response to financial pressure’.
One or two academics raised the issue of corpomtenercialisation of art, suggesting that big,
high-profile shows sponsored by large corporatimmdd be equally as corrosive as beneficial to
public at large. Nevertheless major shows givatingins an opportunity to ‘provide a snapshot of
existing research’ from a new or original anglee M&A appears to reflect similar views across

other major culture institutions when it says tioatr website and hard publications have an
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absolutely vital impact’. The V&A for example is ihe process of setting up an online Directory of

British Sculptors in partnership with art histoisainom Glasgow University.

Case example F: Climate change and environmental stainability

F1. The issue of climate change or global warmiag &rguably become one of the most pressing
and discussed policy issues both internationaltywithin the UK, in the last few years. In our
interviews with policy makers, think tanks, andeir@st associations, climate change ranked in the
top three research issues facing humanities andl satences. Some senior government research
staff suggested that much of the push to widerstiope of and investment in UK government
R&D could be explained by issues such as climaéagh presenting ‘real’ questions and
challenges requiring a coherent programme of rekaato the planet’s ecological and
environmental future. The Stern Review publisheAugust 2006 has had the effect of galvanising
discussion of evidence and has done much to tnathef@ssue from the realms of physical science
to centre stage within the humanities and sociahses. For example, the Stern Report along with
the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (PGl world’s leading authority on the
science of climate change and its impact, repait@h increased the pattern of annual references to
‘climate change’ and ‘global warming’ in the UK gee(see Figure F1 below). This shows a rather
shallow growth up to 2000 and then a kind of exiplosn references since then, especially from
2006 onwards.

Figure F1: Growth in the annual number of referenca made to ‘climate change’ in
mainstream UK newspapers since 1990
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F2. With strong environmental science instituteslii is widely seen as a world-leader in
modelling climate change. Looking at research umetthe IPCC suggests that UK-based scientists
have been at the heart of scientific research theelast decade. Figure F2 shows that the UK
comes second only to the US in terms of the nurabelimate change experts consulted for the
Fourth Assessment Report published in late 200i& vVibw was confirmed by interviewees at
leading UK institutions. And particularly in IPCCovking groups 2 and 3, there are signs that
social science researchers have begun to firsome of the major research questions.

Figure F2: Geographical location of experts consudtd during the IPCC Fourth Assessment
Report 2007
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Note: We reviewed the names and geographical locatibBs050 climate change experts (from over 100 ti@s) consulted as part of the research
carried out by the Intergovernmental Panel for @tenChange (IPCC) for the Fourth Assessment R@palotished November 2007).

F3. Looking in more detail at the UK institutiomyolved, the Hadley Centre based in the Met
Office accounts for around one quarter of all UKexts. Its recent research using highly
sophisticated mathematical modelling predicts ltyahe year 2100 one third of the globe will be
experiencing drought conditions. Sixteen out thé&JROorganizations most consulted are
universities or research units located in univessitOxford University and the University of East
Anglia are the most active, with Reading, SouthampKings College London, and Bristol also
active participants. The Hadley Centre told us thay have very close links with Exeter, Reading
and Imperial College: ‘These have all set up spistieentres for the study of climate change [...]
everybody recognises that cross-cutting resear¢hemmpact of climate change is going to be
important’. Part of this challenge will be to erstinat research centres are adequately funded to
retain this world-leading position. Hadley for exalmnhad the fifth largest supercomputer in the
world in1998, but in 2007 is no longer in the T@®5It is difficult to gauge the extent to whicteth

Stern Review consulted UK academics, as it doepmoide detailed lists of those consulted.
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Quotes on climate change and HSS disciplines

‘We know that climate change is happening. Theeehardly scientists in the world wh
would dispute this now. The Hadley mission is @npthiysical side but we are beginning
to work more closely with social sciences and hutiesy

(@)

‘Work in environment and climate change has clehdyg a major impact on all aspects
of thinking about the future of the economy: mainhe key innovations were pioneered
by geographers.’

‘[The global research community] have demonstrdtet climate change is happening.
The questions now must focus on understanding almret the economic and social
consequences. What are they? And how do we démathein? This is a global research
challenge which involves physical, social scieraned humanities.’

F4. The recent sharp increase in press coveragjeraite change raises questions about why
longer-term trends have been so flat previouslyd Aere a neglect of the issue by social scientists
may also have played a role. Recent research aV#meick Business School shows that climate
change and global warming does not figure highlgapers published in leading journals in the
field of economics, sociology, and political scier{Goodall, 2007). ‘Under-cooking’ of these
issues in more established social science diseipliaflects a pattern where these issues playout i
more technical or more joined-up research envirarim@or example, the Tyndall Centre), and in
more issue-specific journals and other press. \lieeees strongly suggested that building the
profile of environmental policy across more estiidid HSS disciplines should be a priority.

Case example G: Academic history and the impact difistorical narratives

GL1. In the last five years in the UK there has beemarked increase in the public’s appetite for
accessible history, in particular historical teson drama and documentary. In 2002 the academic
historian David Starkey reportedly became Britaimghest paid television presenter, and his series
on Elizabeth I, Henry VIII, and the Monarchy attext viewing figures to rival some of the most
popular reality TV shows. Our interviews with leagliacademic historians have confirmed that
popular history is on the rise in the UK. Acadengeserally see personalities such as Starkey and
Simon Schama as ‘forces for the good’ in makingdjdiistory more accessible to more people
(though some did express concern about the qualityuch popular history on television).
Interviewees also pointed to the huge growth iargdt in family history in recent years, and bodies
such as the National Archives and Family Histornt@®have responded by providing high quality

and accessible sources.
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G2. Although academics generally accepted this lpoprend, most told us that the picture for
professional and academic historians has beemdsgsn recent years. In much the same way as
modern languages, for many a ‘natural ally’ for stedy of history, historians (and to a lesser
extent related areas such as art and architectistaly) have had to fight to stem a tide of ‘de-
prioritisation’ in schools and universities (atdea policy terms) particularly vis-a-vis physicaid
natural science disciplines. The trend was notdtelyy statements from Tony Blair to the 2003
Labour Party conference: ‘There has never beemearhen ... the study of history provides so
little instruction for our present day’. Howeveristorians were by far the largest discipline group
responding to our survey and it is clear from tatadn Figure G1 below that the disparity between
their perceptions of current impact and potentigdact are greatest in the area of public policy
(differential 2.3). The figures suggest that historians feegf tie/e most ground to make up in
having impact on policy. This is confirmed by intews with leading historians and from

comments in our survey.

Figure G1: How historians responding to our surveyated the actual and potential
impact of their discipline on different areas of soiety

Public
Public  Civil debate
policy society and

Science  Economy
and and
technology business

culture
How do you score your 22 3.9 5.1 22 21
discipline’s current impact?
What score can or should your o 5 5, 6.0 2.9 2.7
discipline achieve?
Differential 2.3 1.3 0.9 0.7 0.6

Notes We asked survey respondents to give a score fram¥ to rate the ‘actual current impact’ of thadiscipline in different areas
and the ‘potential impact’ of their discipline (wkel = Very low impact and 7 = Very high impacthitable presents averaged
scores for historians only. The ‘differential’ r@iows [Potential impact minus actual impact].

G3. The History and Policy Group (atvw.historyandpolicygroup.ojgs an example of

collaborative action taken by historians to enhaheeprofile and use of history and more
specifically the historical method as an analytpwalicy tool. The group also seeks to encourage
more ‘real-time’ intervention and advice from hiséms at the heart of policy decision making. It
has been set up by researchers from the LondoroSehblygiene and Tropical Medicine,
Cambridge University and the Institute of HistotiB&search specifically to bring together policy
makers and historians in a more systematic ways flinded by the Wellcome Trust, ESRC,
Joseph Rowntree Foundation, and the Unilever Ce@treer examples of efforts to raise the profile
of history include lobbying by senior UK historiafsich as David Carradine) to improve the
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professional status of historians inside governn@ongside economists, lawyers, statisticians and

social researchers) by introducing a Chief Histdrdviser to government.

Quotes on the diverse value of history teaching andthod...

‘The trouble is that policymakers are woefully uaagvof the historical circumstances
that should shape their policies [...] The Historyddpolicy initiative is starting to raise
the profile of historians-in-general in the corridoof power and influence.’

‘The policy process needs to find ways of creasipace to look at the last time we tried
this.’

‘People with history degrees still hold an incrdgihigh percentage of top posts in
successful companies (allegedly they are much swreessful as managers and
directors than economists, accountants, lawyerschvis not actually very surprising).’

Interviewees gave specific examples of historiahe Wwad made a difference at policy level in
recent years, a number of them citing the work bigail Evans during the foot and mouth crisis,
which drew on historical evidence to question arstification for slaughter policies. Numerous
historians in interviews and the survey cited opyaties that they had had to present work at
Whitehall departments, but they were not configdidut the actual impact of this activity. A
number of government researchers we spoke tolsaidhey could use historical approaches much
more, one from a major Department told us thatssive her research role partly as a ‘narrative

storytelling’ one.
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Figure G2: Different subject disciplines with whichacademic historians said they collaborated
most frequently
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G4. Like many other HSS subjects, history involaeaethod and approach which can be applied
across all manner of disciplines. ‘Philosophy of.'Sgciology of...’, and ‘Economics of..." are
commonly encountered title prefixes. ‘History ofseems no exception. Among the 100 or so
historians who completed a survey return we foundrgressive mix of subjects with which they
most frequently collaborated (see Figure G2 abdvellern languages rank highly and
interviewees argued strongly for the critical inaoice of at least a reading knowledge of foreign
languages for academic historians working on Euanpe world history. Christopher Clark’s book
on the history of Prussia was cited as an examigsh was translated into German, reviewed in
Der Spiegeland led to an invitation to the author to viki¢ fFederal president and discuss the book
(Clark, 2006). Examples of cross-disciplinary higtimclude research by architectural historians to
understand more about the relationship betweerotagical processing of data and the inbuilt

ways that humans perceive form and shape.

Gb5. Near the top of Figure G2 is the collaborabetween history, art, culture and music. Art and
architectural historians we interviewed generatjyegd that their discipline is healthy, with
numbers of students increasing, more diversificatiothe way that art history links in with other
disciplines, and strongly joined-up research uaitd programmes at key institutions, such as the
School of Arts, Culture and Environment at Edintbutgniversity. The research of UK-based art
historians is regularly published in the top UShastory journals and most interviewees agreed that

the teaching and research profile of UK art hisisryery strong’. Social sciences, law, economics,
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psychology, even neuroscience have been incregsapglied to the study of art objects. Art
historians generally agree that this creates aiptiaity of approaches that helps keep the
profession ‘fresh and vibrant’. The popularity olucses in non-western art and culture has also
risen at major universities in recent years (algfooumbers are still relatively small). Twentieth
century and even post war research has becomesiogty popular in recent years for graduate
study. One art historian made the point that théiatory community perhaps does not make
enough of its own ventures: ‘We tend to accepfalcethat public impact is built into the structure

of the art world’.

G6. Published scholarly monographs and edited bbake vital impact on society in a whole range
of different ways. Historians with acclaimed moreggns we spoke to mostly did not know how
many copies these publications have sold. Mostealgtteat once a book is out there, it is difficolt t
know what its impact will be (‘fassuming that yowtfisher does a competent job in marketing it’).
A leading historian said: ‘Over a long period omal§ that one’s books do gain exposure [...] [This
particular book] has been reviewed over and ovama@nd it has certainly exceeded expectations.
| wanted it to be a long seller, | made very femaassions to the popular market’. An art historian
expressed this idea of unexpected impacts neéthy/a‘leaky world...You find that if you write a
book and speak out in an accessible way, your igetgicked up and come back to you in

modified form’.

Case example H: Teaching and research in modern lgnages and culture

H1. Since the mid-1990s the number of studentsystgdingle or joint honours modern language
degrees in UK universities has slowly declined. AEfata suggests only a 2 per cent increase in
the number of students since 2002, compared teasess of at least 10 per cent in other major HSS
disciplines. We found general agreement amongraaniiewees that the picture has looked

relatively bleak for modern languages until the fas years.

H2. Concerted and more coordinated lobbying by motismguage departments (see for example
the LLAS documen?00 reasons for studying languag@606) appears to have had a slow but
significant effect, and recent government commititseén the ‘strategic importance’ of languages
has shifted the balance. Academics told us thwgtbeen ‘backs against the wall stuff’ particylarl
since the decision eight years ago to abolish dingptilsory Key Stage 4 language requirement in
secondary schools. The 2002 National Languageegiyat-emphasizes the importance of

language learning at primary school and introduseasures and, more significantly, £53 million
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of funding to strengthen the links between schaal$ universities. These steps also raise the

profile of modern languages as both a speciales af study and as a supplementary element to
link with other courses.

H3. The numbers of students studying languagesigs&I| Group universities have held up well
and in some cases flourished in recent years,lladye to healthy numbers in the independent
school sector. As Figure H1 below shows, languageliterature departments were by far the
largest discipline funded by HEFCE in 2006 in tewhthe number of departments. Our interviews
suggest that there is a clear trend towards catean across individual languages as specific
departments are brought into more encompassing rmdmleguage faculties. Academics agreed that

there is much more collaboration across departnibatsthere was ten years ago and that this is a

Figure H1: Departments funded by HEFCE in 2006, bysubject groups
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positive development. Interesting joined-up innawa also come in the form of new links with
other departments such as cultural studies, fitrd,aea studies. Interviewees told us that this has
led to a kind of ‘language diaspora’ and has im tanought about some new teaching synergies and
innovative research collaborations. Southamptorvéisity for example has a Language,

Linguistics and Area Studies centre (LLAS) desigterecognise and develop the obvious links
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between language, culture and geography. In 20@@@Mary and Westfield modern languages
departments merged into the Department for Languagguistics and Film.

H4. Academics in the field argue strongly thatihéag a foreign language at undergraduate or
graduate level undoubtedly enhances ‘foundaticsialls in reasoning, problem solving,
communication, as well as increasing sensitivitgutiural differences and processes of cultural
change. As one academic suggested, language lggushhelps [you] get your mind around
different ways of thinking [...] And surely that isie of the first steps in being creative?’. Our
survey responses from modern language academigssted that teaching is an integral aspect of
their wider impacts. However, our interviews suggdgshat there is a potential risk that any decline
in the number of students opting for specialist eradanguage degrees outside of Russell Group
universities will lead to an increasing dearth igfhty skilled linguists of the kind required for
translation and interpreting. A report by Philidzh8llekens for CILT (the National Centre for
Languages) addresses this issue of core compatetiezdiscipline (2005).

Quotes on the value of modern language teaching aadearch...

‘We do a lot of work with employers to train staffnodern languages — there is a
developed sense in the private sector that cultseakitivity and languages are part of
the same issue and having employees with good daegskills is seen as important.’

‘Modern languages degrees are a bit like finish&ntools, they are a doorway to a huge
range of professions, . . . it is almost unpred&tavhere language students will end up.
This is a strength.’

‘Some aspects of research in German studies infrmvernment policy while others arg
equally important but virtually impossible to messiResearch in German studies is
very broad and interdisciplinary, and it is essahtbd sustaining an academic interest i
Germany, German culture and German history. Thisr@st is in turn essential to
sustaining the teaching and learning of German, tredteaching and learning of
German is essential to Britain's economic successdrmany, a very major business
partner and facilitator of business with Easterrr&pe.’

=

H5. A wide range of research is currently underwaynodern languages departments across the
UK, suggesting that research into language andreuttan have direct implications for current day
policy making. For example, researchers from Readiniversity and Southampton University are
collaborating with the Imperial War Museum throwmghAHRC grant to study the relationship
between formal language policy and military strgtagd outcomes ‘on the ground’ in territories
under military occupation. Understanding the wawimch occupying forces and regimes of

occupation use local language and are charactandadguage terms by local populations has
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immediate relevance for organizations such as NAT@, Ministry of Defence or the Foreign and
Commonwealth Office. The Imperial War Museum hasst wealth of documentary evidence
written by citizens under occupation and this dodlative project allows them to analyse their
archives in new ways. The links with the museunatjlyeenhance the potential for disseminating

findings through exposition and public engagement.

H6. A major area of impact for modern language anads is the publication of monographs and
edited books. Some pointed to a disparity in timkel&iof books popular with professional peers and
with the UK public. For example, literary criticistends to be far less popular than biographies and
more thematic texts which view the work of the authgainst a particular social history of the

time. Most authors were happy with the standardoalk reviewing in the professional and
intellectual press (such as the Times Literary $amppnt). But some suggested that often
publishers could have quite a strong determinifecebn levels of popularity according to
distribution and marketing policies. An extensidriros important area of impact is that often
historians and social scientists will research\arite books about foreign cultures or in foreign
languages. Our interviewees agreed that core |gigglearning at university is an absolutely vital
stepping stone to supporting high quality histdriegearch about foreign countries. Many
interviewees pointed to examples of books writteoud foreign countries that had more of an
impact in that country than domestically in the Uidarket. There was general agreement that
cultural and linguistic institutions such as thee@® Institut and the Academie Francaise do a good

job with limited resources.

Case example I: Research culture and networks in tarnational development

I1. The Department for International Developmentifl) appears to have a very distinctive
research culture and approach when compared aattoessmajor Whitehall departments. Looking
first at the profile of research expenditure asapprtion of total administrative expenditure (see
Figure 11 below), over 90 per cent of departmemiadstrative expenditure appears to be
consumed by some kind of R&D, either as intramardtansfer payment, or in the form of funding
flowing to research councils, HE institutions, loe fprivate sector. More than a fifth of this R&D
expenditure is allocated to external organizati¢fnbis perhaps presents a more accurate picture of
expenditure on research as it does not includarmiral and other transfer payments.) In terms of
R&D pounds spent on average per one member of BB ranks easily top with an average of

£28,000 for every one member of staff.
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Figure 11: Departmental expenditure on R&D as a prgortion of overall administrative
expenditure and number of staff, by departmental alsters (2004-05)

Gross R&D R&D expenditure flowing £in R&D

expenditure as a to RCs, higher education expenditure flowing

compared with total and private sector as a to RCs, higher

department percentage of total education and private

administrative department administrative sector per one

Department cluster expenditure expenditure member of staff
(%) (%) (£)

International development 93.5 22 28,820
DEFRA 70.3 33 3,300
Trade and industry 69.7 0.4 30
Culture, Media and Sport 52.6 9 70
Transport 21.9 18 2,200
Health 21.4 8 790
Home Office 9.0 0.9 80
Communities and local government 9.0 6 No data
Education and skills 2.0 0.4 830
Work and pensions 0.3 0.2 90
Constitutional affairs 0.2 No data Negligible
HM Treasury (includes IR) 0.1 No data Negligible

Source Science, Engineering and Technology indicatdissies (SET) and HM Treasury PESA statistics, #20084-05. Most recent data
available broken down by areas of R&D is from 2QBASET statistics.

I2. Senior science officials told us that the DfiEsearch budget is currently at around £110 million
having increased from around £35 million in the fase years and set to reach £220 million by
2010. The increase is predominantly funding forgitgl and natural science research in support of
the Millennium Development Goals. There is alsepasate DfID policy development function,
whose research is largely social science. We famidnpressive array of academic research on the
DfID website during our systematic Google seardafeaajor Whitehall department websites ¢
Chapter 3 in the main report for more discussiae)h€&igures 3.1 and 3.2 in the main repsitow
comparatively high incidence of joint research paogmes at DfID, many of which involved
interesting collaborations across HSS and PSTMplises. When we recorded the number of
research partners involved in each programme orntgcand which sector they were in, DfID
ranked top of all Whitehall departments in termshaf number of research partners identified (over
three quarters of which were universities and thedtor organizations). Clearly then research and

research partnerships form an integral part of Bffdodus operandi

13. In a search of the top 100 Google results fdlbDve found specific reference to research
carried out by at least 15 major UK universitiese3e included Sussex, the London School of
Hygiene and Tropical Medicine, Bath, BirminghamsEanglia and the London School of
Economics. Subject areas ranged across develotugli¢s, education, health economics,

psychiatry, human and social geography, anthrogoloconflict regulation, and public health. The

77



geographical focus of specific research outputisided work on HIV in Botswana, information
and communication technologies in Sri Lanka, cehfh Sudan, and the Rwandan budget reform.
We found 16 jointly held programmes, involving pentships with third sector bodies and
universities in over 22 developing countries. Mafsthe research outputs were in social science
disciplines. Senior science officials confirmedttBiD commissions almost no humanities
research whatsoever: ‘There is a lack of investrimehtimanities research, particularly in relation
to cultural sensitivity in developing programmesl amstitutions in developing countries [...] The
really important link is between the hard sciermed humanities, and this is currently very weak’.
This might involve history and language researclstimamediately, and a number of commentators
told us that a perceived decline in languages as$ 4 the problem’. Cross-over subjects would
also have a strong part to play, such as culttmdies, anthropology, and even archaeology and
theology.

Quotes on current state of international developmeesearch . . .

‘... research is more integrated and joined Multi-authored, multi-institutions, multi-country
papers are definitely on the up.’

‘The concept of interdisciplinary is difficult te@gyour head round [...] we are working in the rea
world and don’t tend to visualize issues in sepadisciplines or fields. This is probably more of
relevant concept for university departments.’

‘There is also a lack of investment in humanitiesearch, particularly in relation cultural
sensitivity in developing programmes and institagian developing countries.’

14. Anthropologists responding in our survey inéhgdsome detailed illustrations of impact, some
of which we followed up. For example, researchétbea Institute of Development Studies at
Sussex University managed a team evaluating theakiiDevelopment Bank’s (ADB)

development fund looking at strategic objectived affectiveness. Recommendations made by the
study team were adopted by the ADB. Sussex Uniyeatso currently runs five interdisciplinary
research centres. The ESRC-funded Centre for Sda@ahnological and Environmental Pathways

to Sustainability \ww.steps-centre.ojgarries out research into technological innovatidich

help the poor in Kenya, India and in Latin AmeriBdlD also funds a number of programmes such
as the Development Research Centre on Globalizadl@ration and Poverty

(www.migrationdrc.ory also based at Sussex. This Centre examinesigiction and the

effectiveness of policies addressing this incregagiobal problem. In our survey a number of
anthropologists referenced a number of influedit@dies of evidence given to Parliamentary Select
Committee on Science and Technology, for examptegonquiry into the role of science in the
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UK'’s international development aid. Some highlywmtked forms of intermediation underpin
impact. For instance some respondents argued fhangahlet entitled ‘The Slow Race’ (2006),
commissioned by Demos and based on a book by Boyfételissa Leach, formed part of the basis
for the latest DfID science and innovation stratdgterestingly, although anthropologists do much
of the core work in international development, éhisra feeling among the discipline that
anthropology is not always given profile and cre@ihe senior anthropologist at a leading institute
told us: ‘Our discipline needs to project itselfaabrand, to profile its centrality in policy wosid

I5. Independent think tanks play a vital role issiminating latest thinking and making a difference
on the ground. The Overseas Development Insti@Ed) told us that they are there to ‘lock
together high quality applied research, practicdicy advice, and policy-focused dissemination’.
Although they have a strong in-house research @gp#tey do commission academic research,
monitor developments in the research community,aamard student fellowships to talented
graduates. ODI spends around one fifth of its anBl2 million expenditure on communications,
and a quick review of their website confirms thaveloping good practice guidance and applied

research is indeed a key priority ($e#://www.odi.org.uk/RAPIDY. Many successful North

American international development foundations gpgmto 40 per cent of their budget on
communications. Some interviewees argued that thasescope for increasing investment in this
area up to and around these sorts of levels (p&tlg on measuring and disseminating evidence of
impact and value). Large UK-based think tanks @&seéarch organizations are integrated in the
heart of policy making in this area. For examplee dalf of the ODI's current budget flows from
DfID funding alone. ODI told us that most of thesearch falls in the social sciences, and that the
do very little with the physical science or the ramties. Again, although there are some highly
renowned organizations based in the UK, most woeklgminantly in either STEM disciplines or

the social sciences, but rarely both.

Case example J: Third sector organizations as changns of academic research

J1. Third sector organizations such as charitiesigsue-specific campaigning bodies play an
important role as intermediaries and championaéademic research in HSS disciplines. Many
third sector organizations have very limited stafources and relatively small research budgets,
but they can pack quite a punch either unilater@ilyorking in ‘advocacy coalitions’ in policy
development and practical application. Liberty,dgample, has established itself as a leading
human rights and civil liberties campaigning bodhth a high-profile and media-friendly director,
with an annual expenditure of around £1 million arfdll time staff of under 30. Third sector

organizations are also closely integrated intogyatietworks involving major Whitehall
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departments, devolved administrations, and lociaities. Barnardos is an example of an
organization with a ‘strong partnership approacketearch’. Two illustrations are its contribution
to the ongoing evaluation of the £20 million SutarBprogramme being run by the Institute for the
Study of Children, Families at Social Issues akiB#ck College; and Barnardos forms part of the
‘evidence network’ on cognitive behaviour therapyiat involves York University and City

University.

J2. We found numerous examples of research cononesifrom academics for specific
programmes of campaigning. Friends of the EartliEfFa campaigning body with annual research
expenditure of around £150,000, told us: ‘It is ortpnt that campaigns are thoughtful, factually
accurate and based on good analysis. Commissiesednch is an important part of this’. FOE are
currently working with the influential Tyndall Ceet(based at the University of East Anglia) to
model CO2 emissions up to 2050 and to link thishtanges required to the energy sector. They are
also working with the Science and Technology PdRegearch Unit (SPRU) at Sussex University

to evaluate the performance of UK government amaie change and biodiversity.

J3. Often research is conjoined with grants frondfng bodies. For example, the Joseph Rowntree
Foundation is currently funding academic reseangbartnership with Barnardos to produce a
report for 2009 on parents living in poverty. Thembership organization Homeless Link has
about projects in place to develop the research daoss the homelessness sector, with
innovations such as their Research Forum. Thejnate process of applying for ESRC ‘match
funding’ in partnership with Shelter and other Eagencies and government bodies such as the
Department for Communities and Local GovernmenttAedDepartment of Health. This role is an
important stepping stone between policy and praastiork on the ground and ongoing academic
research. Homeless Link coordinate a £600,000 fodigial study carried out by the Sheffield
Institute on the social and economic effects ofragelhey also have a resident ‘academic in post’
from the Centre for Housing Policy at York UniveysiOther examples of academic researchers in
post include Barnardos who have awarded five datstudentships in recent years for £10,000

each.

J4. For organizations with smaller budgets, thiesliwith academics are often just as intensive but
they rely more on pro bono and voluntary intervamsithat tend to be short term and very focused
around a brief. For example, Liberty told us thmetyttend not to commission pieces of research
from academics on a regular basis but rather nelgxisting networks and contacts with legal
professionals and UK law academics: ‘We work varickly and in a very responsive way. We
have very few bureaucratic structures’. Their redeaeeds have increased, however, as they
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require more social science perspectives rathersbkely legal advice. For example, on the
consultation of the domestic Bill of Rights, itdgficult to find legal mechanisms to enforce dstie
as these are essentially non-legal questions rootsacial science and social psychology. Liberty
recently commissioned comparative work on systeihaetention around the world to underpin a

consultation on plans in the new Terrorism Biltéatse the 28-day pre-charge detention limit.

J5. A major area of activity for NGOs is contrimgiito government consultations and expert
committees. ‘Rarely a week goes by without a regisesa consultation’ said one well-known
campaigning body: ‘And although we submit informatfrom our own specific angle, the whole
process involves reviewing and packaging all tteesdary information and research we can get
our hands on’. Small budget heritage bodies su@®A& Britain’s Heritage are extremely
experienced in running campaigns through ‘officadannels such as local authority planning
systems and public consultations. Successful SAMBpaigns in recent years have included
conservation of a part of the shed roof in Paddingtation and part of the historical Royal Airtraf
Establishment at Farnborough. SAVE told us: ‘We thgemedia strongly [...] but we also use
official channels [...] And we find that liaising witdevelopers can also be quite fruitful, once you
explain the situation and offer viable alternativ€AVE have a full time staff of two and so
forging relations with external academics and etgpiervital: ‘We work with very limited funds

and are held together by experts and enthusiastset8nes our impact can be very satisfying’.

Quotes on use of academic research by third seotganisations . . .
‘Not many [third sector organisations] are very gbat doing humanities-based research. There is
a tremendous role for academics to look more brpatihistorical change and likely future
patterns.’

‘There are barriers on the practitioner side — weed to understand academics better.’

‘The academic process can be quite long and tteé firoduct is not always accessible or useful to
us as a campaigning organization.’

J6. A longer term mechanism for impact involvespig up big ideas or major themes from
academic research and ‘weaving these into theegitagjoals of the organization’. Barnardos cited
the example of the Nottingham University profedRamhard Wilkinson’s work on the relationship
between income, perceptions of social status, aattth Over time this body of work carried great
weight for the organization. After Wilkinson wragepaper for Barnardos ‘Unfair Shares’ in 1996,
he recently returned to the organization to givalla(funded by the Treasury) to a group of policy
makers and practitioners (including Jack Strawjlevelopments over the last decade. This

provides a neat example of how organizations wifteetise in impact and communication can act
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as champions for a body of academic research. Birsaold us: ‘Childcare is a very crowded
field...You need to stick with campaigning themes for stime to see any real impact’. This work
has had tangible impacts in the areas of sexudbiéxipon of children, particularly with the

development of a risk analysis scale for local arities.

J7. Some third sector organizations acknowledgatitiey often did not use humanities research
enough to take a broader perspective on theirqodati issues.
Like a lot of campaigners, we are up to our nedhkinking about governmentfand] latest
findings...And we’re not fantastically successfuktdpping back. There is a tremendous
potential role for academics to look more broadligistorical change [...] We could do a lot
more story telling and relate to people in termsgaities.
We also found some surprising examples where lackmmunication or misaligned interests
severely limit the extent to which academic worksgacked up and used by third sector bodies.
One or two large and well-known public bodies tatdthat they rarely use academic research and
had a vague idea which institutions would evenuied to their research needs. For example, in
the field of planning one interviewee said: ‘We averently commissioning a manual for
sustainable cities and the only shortlisted apptEare urban practitioners. There are no academic

institutions on the shortlist’. Asked whether thias typical, the response was an emphatic yes.

Case example K: The impact of philosophy and philaphers

K1. Philosophers in the UK contribute in a wideiggr of ways to the social, economic and
intellectual welfare of the country. As a ‘pureagemic discipline in its own right and as a
discipline which feeds into and elucidates othscighlines, philosophy looks to be in very good

shape.

K2. The number of philosophy graduates has mone doaibled between 2001 and 2006. UK
universities produced 895 graduates in 2001 condpar@,040 in 2006. The number of philosophy
graduates in full-time and part-time work six mangiter graduation has risen by 13 per cent
between 2002-03 and 2005-06 (compared to an o\arathge of 9 per cent). The Higher
Education Careers Service Unit agrees that philosgpare finding it easier to find work. In 2001
9.3 per cent of philosophy graduates were in bgsia@d finance roles six months after graduation.
In 2006 this increased to over 12 per cent. Thaxe tbeen similar rises in marketing and
advertising over the same period: one interview&tus ‘Philosophers have come in handy in the
workplace with their grounding in analytical thinki. There have also been endorsements on the

importance of philosophy from a wide range of orgations, for example Serco, the Management
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Consultancies Association and the NHS. This mag fesult of an increase in the number of
students studying philosophy within higher educataeth a practical or applied aspect. Some
academics we spoke to said that even areas wiltliospphy that appeared to be slightly esoteric
and without practical application could be relevéaniere is very little political philosophy and

moral philosophy that is disengaged from peopletaa moral problems.’

K3. We also found some interesting interdiscipijnaork being undertaken between philosophy
and the economic and business fields. One exam e iForum for Philosophy in Business at
Cambridge University. The Forum is an example sinall group of academics taking an
entrepreneurial approach to broadening the scopéngpact of their discipline. Established in
2002, the Forum has worked successfully with majmate sector corporations such as IBM and
Pfizer to examine philosophical issues in a congosatting, including themes such as trust,

intellectual property, and corporate governance.

K4. We found a wide range of specific examplesaaidemic philosophers contributing to public
policy making. Philosophers sit on leading researtgfanizations and public sector committees
such as the Nuffield Council on Bioethics, Humantikeation and Embryology Authority, Food
Ethics Council, Gene Therapy Advisory Committee] dre Human Genetics Commission.
Philosophers also produce research which feedstlgiiato policy making environments, for
example research produced by academics on beh@Hilaisophy of Education Society of Great
Britain on ‘What schools are for and why?’ was lelued in February 2007 at a panel event
attended by the Shadow Secretary of State for Hiucand Head of Curriculum at the
Qualification and Curriculum Authority (QCA). Wesal found many specific examples of
philosophers acting as consultants or giving ewddn Parliamentary committees, including the
House of Commons Science and Technology committééHause of Lords Select Committee.
Respondents to the survey mentioned high profitegmaentary investigations such as the Warnock

Report on human fertility and embryology, chairgd\tary Warnock among others.

K5. The area that academic respondents to our gielteheir impact was greatest was that of
public engagement and culture. We found numeroesifsp examples of philosophers doing radio
and television work, particularly Radio 4 progransnsecch as ‘In our time’, ‘Start the Week’,

‘Moral Maze’ and the Today Programme. There is aline archive on the Radio 4 website which
testifies to the popularity of philosophical issaesongst the general public. Philosophers regularly
write for or are interviewed in the national pressl generalist magazine publications. User-
friendly books on philosophy include Simon BlackiiarThink (described in Time Magazine as
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‘the one book every smart person should read’)eNigarburton’sPhilosophy: The Basids in its
fourth edition and has been translated into 12daggs, and Stephen Lawree Philosophy Files
aimed particularly at children has been translatemi14 languages. Philosophers also run
successful podcasts such as Philosophy Bitesy philosophybites.cojrnwhich has been listed in
the US top 100 of all podcasts. The podcast of Nigarburton’sPhilosophy: The Classidsas

made it to fourteenth place in the iTunes rankihglloUK podcasts.

K6. An area mentioned extensively in our survey tasgrowing importance of philosophy
running alongside developments in medical technolbgr example in the field of neuroscience,
where scanning technologies and physiological etudf the brain are making significant new
insights into the relationship between brain, mand language. We talked to a handful of leading
philosophers and neuroscientists, and they confirthat increasing knowledge about the brain
function will lead to all sorts of questions whichave traditionally been the domain of HSS
disciplines. For example, how to define a vegetasitate if there are still signs of brain function?
And how to treat mental health conditions partidylas an increasing proportion of society suffer
from some kind of diagnosed clinical depressiomm& academics have made the case that much
more systematic collaboration and ‘careful expentatgon’ between philosophy and neuroscience
is required to ensure that the ever-growing fidldagnitive neuroscience does not ‘get carried
away with itself and turn out ‘uncritical’ work’. ¥rall, all interviewees agreed that there is g ver
clear role for systematic work by the humanitiéisshould be mandatory that all science [students]

do at least two years humanities and philosophaf subject’.
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