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Pacific Research consultation paper

	Feedback from:
	

	Contact details:
	 


1
Purpose

This template is designed for collecting feedback on the matters raised in the PBRF Sector Reference Group consultation paper on Pacific research.

The objective is to gain comment from the sector in a way that will speed the collation and review of such feedback.

Respondents are encouraged to answer all or some of the questions in this template, and may also provide additional comments on issues relevant to Pacific research. 

Timeframe for feedback

Completed templates and any other comments should be emailed to
PBRF.2012Redesign@tec.govt.nz or can be posted to Dr. Sarah Powell, Tertiary Education Commission, P.O. Box 27048, Wellington 6141.

Feedback would be appreciated as soon as possible, but no later than 5pm, Friday 28 August 2009.

2.
Questions for consideration

i.  Should all Evidence Portfolios (EPs) designated ‘Pacific research’ in the EP   
    schema be cross-referenced to a Pacific specialist adviser? 

ii.  Should the criteria for Pacific research (essentially unchanged since their 
    elaboration in 2003, see Appendix A) be revised before the 2012 Quality 
    Evaluation? 

    If so, please provide recommendations for revision. 

iii.  How might the Guidelines on Pacific research be better understood by TEOs and 
      staff members? 

iv.  Should data on ethnicity be collected via the PBRF EPs at all? 

      Please provide reasoning in support of your answer.
v.  Should catch-all ethnic categories be retained? 

     Please provide reasoning in support of your answer. 

     You may also wish to list ethnic categories you consider appropriate for use,   
     specifically in relation to Pasifika researchers, or to suggest alternative solutions.

vi.  How, in your view, could ethnic data be better recorded and reported? 
vii.  Should the equity weighting for Research Degree Completions by Pasifika 
      students be retained?  

      SRG recommendation:

       The current SRG supports the retention of the equity weighting of 2 for Pasifika 
       Research Degree Completions.

viii.   Are there other measures that might incentivise TEOs to support Pacific 
        research / Pasifika students at postgraduate level and in a wider range of 
        subject areas?  

ix.  Are there concerns that Pasifika researchers are producing and nominating 
      outputs to fit with the system’s perceived bias towards written material, rather 
      than producing and nominating outputs in their preferred (oral) media?  

      If so, how might these concerns be addressed?

x.  Are there any “unresolved cultural issues” concerning Pasifika research and/or 
     researchers that need to be addressed by the PBRF?

     Identify any key issues and recommendations that the SRG may need to 
     consider.

