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The particular characteristics of education research in a UK context  were identified as the scope to share information about the organisation, culture, funding and findings of research across the four countries and beyond (although care would have to be taken to make sure that in communicating with international audiences, ‘England’ was not used synonymously with ‘UK’).   The existence of UK wide organisations involved in education research also helped a UK perspective. These organisations included: BERA; UCET; BEI; NIACE; UUK; ESRC; HEA; and TLRP. The existence of such organisations (which themselves had both country-specific and pan-UK perspectives) did not however imply the existence of UK-wide systems or practices, and rhetoric about a cross UK approach did not always match reality. There were instead a variety of organisational systems and practices, which themselves were inter-connected with any number of geographical, political, statutory and fiscal structures.  Much research included generic elements of relevance to all parts of the UK, and that which relates to only the country concerned. Research capacity, and the capacity to absorb research opportunities, also varied.  The smaller UK countries could be reliant on relatively small pockets of expertise and resources and be vulnerable to the impact of relatively minor staffing and funding changes.  

The relationship between the UK education research community and the voluntary sector was identified as an area to be addressed. Research conducted by the voluntary sector was sometimes felt to be more accessible, timely and better marketed than that conducted by university-based researchers. It might however benefit from the academic rigour, methodology and robustness found in HEIs. The two sectors should learn more about what the other has to offer, work in partnership,  build capacity and develop co-production relationships rather than compete (although partnership and competition could co-exist).  Such partnerships could be facilitated by the aforementioned UK bodies and by those representing the voluntary sector. 

The sharing of information within and across sectors was also identified as an issue. Information produced by the voluntary sector (e.g. that contained in ‘grey-literature’) was often both accessible and available, while that produced by HEIs could appear as overly formal and was not in any case available other than through journal subscriptions. Why, it was asked, should not publicly funded education research be freely available?  

To conclude:

· UK wide bodies had a distinct role to play in sharing research findings, facilitating and pooling resources and promoting partnerships. 

· Barriers between research users, funders and practioners should be broken down.

· There should be more collaboration between sectors with an interest in conducting and using education research.

· Understanding of the needs, and contributions, of different sectors should be improved.

· Access to research findings (both quality-assured and non-quality assured) should be extended.  
