AUPHF response to the AHRC Research Leave Scheme consultation, July 2008
Dear Katherine Barkwith,

In my capacity as President of AUPHF (Association of University Professors of French and Heads of Departments of French in the United Kingdom and Ireland), I write to convey the Association’s response to the AHRC Research Leave Scheme consultation. The AUPHF has representation from all French Departments in the country bar four.

We are unanimously of the view that the Research Leave Scheme is the single most helpful way in which the AHRC can encourage and support innovative research in French studies. The Scheme has consistently provided excellent value for money since its inauguration, and it is no coincidence that many of the recent outputs with the greatest impact in our field have been completed thanks to it. Rather than large grants to purchase expensive equipment, for instance, scholars in the arts and humanities above all need time: time to think, write, publish and, disseminate in other forms. The Research Leave Scheme has met this need admirably. Our differences from the sciences and social sciences should surely be recognized by yourselves as the research council whose raison d’être is to promote our activities and outputs in all their specificities relative to other disciplines. 

Further, we are puzzled that the recent signals you have emitted (for instance at the meeting of 1 May 2008 with the subject associations, which I attended), which appear to be sounding the death-knoll of the Research Leave Scheme, completely ignore the findings of two reports which you yourselves commissioned. I cite some of the statements from the ‘Report of the AHRC Review of French Research’ of 2005, and from ‘The Research Review in Modern Languages’, undertaken in 2006 by a review team led by the LLAS Subject Centre, University of Southampton, in partnership with UCML.

Firstly, the AHRC Review of French Research stated the following:

· ‘The evidence suggests very strongly that the mode of support which most closely meets the needs of researchers and the discipline is the Research Leave Scheme.  The applications and End of Leave Reports demonstrate that what most researchers in the discipline need is time to carry out their research and writing and to bring projects to completion.’  

· ‘Given the many conflicting pressures on academics, and the success of the Research Leave Scheme, the Panel agreed that priority should be given to protect and enhance the funding available for researchers to buy time away from administrative and teaching duties for a period of concentrated research activity.’  

A year later, ‘The Research Review in Modern Languages’ reached very much the same conclusions:
· ‘Research thrives best where staff have time [...]’ 

· ‘Time remains the critical resource for research. Universities and research funding bodies play a key role in providing the research leave that enables staff to complete their research projects.’
· ‘The AHRC research leave and other funding programmes are seen to have enhanced the quantity and quality of modern languages research over the last five years, and driven an increase in project-based and interdisciplinary work.’
· ‘The AHRC’s funded research schemes have contributed strongly to promoting the publication of research outcomes. In particular, the research leave scheme provides additional research time and is designed to enable researchers to complete significant projects, often a book.’
Large grants have their place in the arts and humanities, but it is a limited one, and should remain so, in our view, with the Research Leave Scheme being prioritized. It might well be useful to revise the scheme to incorporate greater flexibility, for example the possibility of teaching/administration buy-out arrangements that would not always require matching institutional leave, but the value of AHRC-funded Research Leave seems to us to have been conclusively proved. We hope that AHRC will respect the feeling of the overwhelming majority of the subject constituencies which it is meant to support: I have not met a single colleague in any other arts and humanities discipline who would not be appalled at the demise of the Scheme. 

With best wishes

Professor Lucille Cairns
