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Position statement; an appeal to protect curiosity-driven research.

CHUGD (The Committee of Heads of University Geoscience Departments) wishes to provide the following short statement expressing our concerns regarding the potential erosion of support for curiosity-driven science in our subject area.

We, along with researchers in other disciplines, welcome efforts to increase the profile of our research and we are committed to explain and demonstrate its relevance beyond the confines of academia. We appreciate the efforts of RCUK to include an element of impact in funding proposals and to provide avenues for resourcing such activities.

Nevertheless we are concerned that funding is increasingly directed and prescribed. This is evident in the published NERC themes and in the definition of Impact (restricted to socio-economic) advocated by the HEFCE Research Excellence Framework (REF)
. Our belief is that curiosity driven research is the fundamental platform from which almost all impact is ultimately derived, sometimes in a manner which can be directly followed and attributed, but more often than not in a more organic and unanticipated manner. 

We believe that curiosity driven ‘blue skies’ research is the basic currency of our science and should be protected if the UK wishes to maintain a position of global leadership in research. Feedback from the last RAE panel (UOA 17) stated the need to preserve and nurture core science
, and we echo that sentiment. We appreciate that NERC has not cut in real terms the standard grant resource, although there has been no plan to expand responsive mode support and it is inevitably threatened by the need to resource directed initiatives. We support and stand alongside NERC in their efforts to protect resources to fund curiosity-driven research. 

Professor Jon Davidson, University of Durham

Chair of CHUGD
� “There should be a wide definition of impacts, including economic, social, public policy, cultural and quality of life. We include all these types of impact throughout this document, wherever we refer simply to ‘impact’ or ‘social and economic impact’. (Within the ‘impact’ element we do not intend to include impact through intellectual influence on scientific knowledge and academia…)” (REF consultation September 2009/38)


� “..the sub-panel notes that the high calibre of the UK Earth Systems and Environmental Sciences community derives from underpinning strengths of core disciplines, such as physics, chemistry, mathematics, biology and geology. The sub-panel has some concern about the lack of priority being given to these core disciplines in the long- term strategic thinking of institutions and research councils, where the emphasis is often understandably on research agendas based on relatively short-term analysis of priorities. “ and “A measure of success for earth and environmental sciences is the extent to which the results of basic research are taken up, become applied and migrate into engineering, natural resource and policy organizations” (RAE 2008 UOA 17 Overview Report) 





