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Management
The Independent Review of the Role of Metrics in Research Assessment and Main report
Management was set up in April 2014 to investigate the current and potential
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management of research. Its report, ‘The Metric Tide’, was published in July 2015
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- Robustness: basing metrics on the best possible data in terms of accuracy and scope;
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- Humility: recognising that quantitative evaluation should support — but not supplant -
qualitative, expert assessment;
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- Transparency: keeping data collection and analytical processes open and transparent, so
that those being evaluated can test and verify the results;
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- Diversity: accounting for variation by field, and using a range of indicators to reflect and
support a plurality of research and researcher career paths across the system;
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- Reflexivity: recognising and anticipating the systemic and potential effects of indicators,
and updating them in response.
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« Research, Technology and Development Evaluation Topical Interest Group of the Ameri-
can Evaluation Association (AEA), Evaluating Outcomes of Publicly-Funded Research, Tech-
nology and Development Programs: Recommendations for Improving Current Practice, Ver-

sion 1.0, February 2015.

[https://higherlogicdownload.s3.amazonaws.com/EVAL/271cd28-8h7f-49ea-0925-e6197 743402 /Uploadedimades/RTD%20Images/FINAL RTD“Paiger 20150303.pdf]
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03/11/2016
> G7 Research Group 2016: France at the forefront of research evaluation
2 |

25 partfpans rpresenting Member Staas snd the Europssin Comission oo partin discusslons a the annusl masting of the G7 Rasearch Group. The agenda
focused on evaluating the impact of research, evaluating the site policies of institutions and scientific integrity. France was represented by HCERES, the French
Nationsl Gente for Seientiic Research (GNRS), e Fronch National Rosearch Ageney (ANR) and fre GenoralInspectoret of e imisraton of atonal
Education and Research (IGAENR).
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05/10/2016
> 2014-2015 Evaluation Campaign (Group A) - Feedback from experts and institutions

Continuous improvement of evaluation processes is an integral part of the methodology for evaluations organised by HCERES. Feedback from the main stakeholders
is a vital part of this
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> HCERES develops its international activities in Central America
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G7 RESEARCH GROUP 2016: FRANCE AT THE FOREFRONT OF RESEARCH EVALUATION

25 participants representing Member States and the European Commission took part in discussions at the annual meeting of the G7 Research Group. The agenda
focused on evaluating the impact of research, evaluating the site policies of insttutions and scientific integrity. France was represented by HCERES, the French
National Centre for Scientiic Research (CNRS), the French National Research Agency (ANR) and the General Inspectorate of the Administration of National Education
and Research (IGAENR).

Evaluating the impact of research

are committed to the impact of research and all agree on the safeguards required to gover them. Research
funding agencies (NSF for the USA, DFG for Germany‘ s Cound {r e Unied Kingdom and the ANR for France) are working hard to develop performance
indicators and However, onthe nosd o svedany mechariametht might eed o roserch oputs bongprogaried
‘advance or that base funding too closely on research impacts. Furtherr should not ‘exempt from analysis by peers who
270 ble 1o determine whethar ouputs e 1t Keoping it the spaciic abjocives o te subjoc bong ovalted

Evaluating site-wide policies
‘The evaluation of research policies at the regional or ste level is a growing trend. The European Commission described the Smart Specialisation strategy for regions

and HCERES presented its approach to the integrated evaluation of sites. Germany has also expressed strong interest in the topic. The German Research Foundation
(Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft - DFG) presented a regional research atlas at the meeting.

Evaluating scientific integrity
G7 countries all have scientific integrity policies that address the need to prevent and respond to scientific fraud. Among the initiatives presented, those of France

included the CNRS guide for integrated practices, HCERES evaluation of research bodies’ scientific integrity policies , and the forthcoming establishment of a National
Office for Scientific Integrity in line with recommendations in the report issued by a working group chaired by Pierre Corvol

Find out more:

A established in 1995 during the G7 mesting of Ministers of Research. The group meets yearly in one of the
romber counts (Gormeny; Canede, " intod Sitos, e, Unfed Kingdom, Italy, Japan).The meetings are held in an effort to continuously improve practices and
are an important opportunity for the representatives of research funding and evaluation agencies, research bodies and the European Commission to share information
‘and best practices.

Rome (italy) is set to host the next meefing in autumn 2017.
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