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1. Contexts and definitions: artistic research 

• What is ‘artistic’ ‘research’? 
–Disciplines involved: 

» visual arts and music 

» performing arts 

» architecture and design  

–Not over/on the arts, but ‘in’ the arts: practice 
based, practice led, practice as research 

–Process / creation is fundamental 

–Relation between education and research 

–Research output? 
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Research output  
B. Kuijken/P. Swinnen/J. Michiels 
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 assessing artistic research 

 = / ≠ 

 assessing scientific research 
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• Recent developments: 
      (Borgdorff, Kälvemark, Schwärz, Öberg, Biggs, Hannula, Sullivan, Frayling) 

• Long tradition in USA, UK, Australia 

• Bologna & tertiary education 

• Creative industry 

• Quality assessment & research funding 

• Inter-, multi-, transdisciplinarity 

• Many differences! 
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• How to finance – excellent - artistic 
research? 
 

 

 - prefunding and/or postfunding 

 - individual portfolios and institutional funding 

          evaluation / assessment 

 - discussion: bibliometric parameters vs (peer 
reviewed) (panel) assessment models 
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2. United Kingdom 

• Context: research funding? 

• AR: long tradition of 
assessment(1989/1992) 

• RAE              REF (HEFCE; 2009-) 
• Outputs (70   60%) 

• Impact (20   25%) 

• Environment (10   15%) 

• REF: 4 main panels, 15 sub-panels, 

use of citation information, panel ‘arts and humanities’. 

• Expensive procedure 
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Assessment against 

appropriate criteria for 

excellence; rated by the expert 

panels on a five point scale 



Pag. 

3. Australia 

• Context: research funding 

• Long tradition (cf. PhD’s) 

• Example: architecture and design 
(2005-2009) 

• Portfolio and autorship 

• Output-indicators and esteem-indicators 

• ‘Publications’ 

• Quality and esteem 
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• Publications: 
• Creative works 

• Architecture journals 

• Books and book chapters 

• Exhibitions 

• Awards and prizes 

• Competitions 

• Esteem indicators (quality and 
esteem): ranked journals, membership of panel, recipient of 

a prestigious prize, recipient of a nationally competitive research 
fellowship, … 
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4. Flanders - European countries 

• Specificity of financing system:  essentially 
based on output 

• Bibliometric vs peer reviewed/assessment 
panel model 

        how to assign value / esteem? 

        output + esteem + environment + …? 

• Quid in N, G, F, Sc. countries, …? 

12 



Pag. 13 



Pag. 

 … ongoing process … 

 

 Thank you ! 
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