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OPINION

As a member of the International Advisory Committee of the Centre for Global Studies
at Aberta University (CEG), | have been invited to give my opinion on the Evaluation
Report of the Panel, in the context of the FCT call for proposals. The referred Panel
negatively judged CEG's application to receive annual financial support for its future
projects.

Following the content of CEG's appeal to the FCT for a revision of the requested
evaluation, | would like to structure my opinion around the following points.

1) Considering the scientific and human importance of the consequences of this
evaluation — both for extending the frontiers of knowledge and for starting or continuing
individual scientific careers - | must point out my incredulity at the hasty writing, without
adequate textual revision, which characterizes the Panel's Report.

2. The Panel's treatment of the information provided by the CEG, both in the
Application and in the online interviews as well as in the visit to the Centre, seems to
have been superficial. This alone explains gross errors such as the confusion over the
number of PhD students (40 instead of 54), or the contradiction between statements that
serve to justify the evaluators' difficulty in carrying out their work. On the one hand, it is
written that: ‘One observes a very high number of ideas, and potential projects (but few
of them seem to have been realized)'. On the other hand, it is argued that: ‘but the sheer
quantity of the projects makes the Centre’s quality difficult to assess’. This frontal
contradiction seems to have gone unnoticed by its authors.

3. Although the Evaluation Guide only refers to CIENCIAVITAE for the purpose of
analyzing personal curricula, the panel turned to ORCID, also requesting information that
is not included in that guide, such as the ‘number of the integrated staff’.

4. In repeatedly confessing its difficulty in evaluating the projects developed over
the course of the CEG's career, the panel seems to ignore the fact that many of them
were funded through open calls for proposals from organizations that submitted them to
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a demanding and rigorous selection process. This was the case with the first edition of
Science4Policy, the EEA Grants and the Volkswagen Stiftung.

5. When assessing the bibliographical production of CEG members, the panel
overlooks the fact that more than a hundred of their works have been published in
journals accredited in the Scopus and Web of Science databases.

6. To conclude, | deem the final recommendation of the panel regarding what it
considers as the best future path to CEG, as a clear sign of its epistemological difficulties
in coping with the maijor scientific added value of CEG's work. The advice to reduce the
sphere of the CEG to the field of Global historical studies’ reflects the immense difficulty
in understanding the value of the interplay between different disciplinary areas within the
scope of Global Studies. There is no such thing as history, whether global or regional,
devoid of the substantive contents that nourish it. Similarly, despite some discursive
praise for the CEG's work, the Panel has never accepted the importance of combining
research and education (in particular, advanced training), two interdependent and
transversal activities, as is recognized in the Evaluation Guide (pp. 7-8). On the contrary,
the panel tends to rigidly and mechanically separate the two domains. This theoretical
bias on the part of the Panel left the actual material value of the Centre's activities in the
shadows, having a direct negative impact on the CEG's final evaluation.

7. For the reasons set out above, | consider the panel's assessment to be very
weak, and it is therefore only fair to carry out a new evaluation exercise.
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