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BCUS Call for Projects 2021 – Evaluation form 
 
 
Overview of applications: 
 
N° Main applicant Project title / acronym / description Requested 

budget 
1 Jonathan Chan Urban form and living quality via Earth 

Observation informatics - remote sensing - BXL 
€21500 

2 Atembeshu 
Miranda Fondem 

Sub-Saharan African Migrant women in Belgium €15000 

3 Pieter Meurs; 
Ronald Crouzé; 
Ansofie Smetcoren 

Re-Publik: fostering dialogue on urban 
challenges and cross-overs between academia, 
civil society, students and the city 

€20760 

4 Nahad Rezazadeh 
Helmi; Nora van 
Cauwenbergh; Ann 
Griensven; Boud 
Verbeiren 

Nature-based solutions to reduce urban flood 
risk and improve urban living quality 

€20200 

5 Carina Veeckman Climate Stories €16078 
6 Nicola da Schio Urban Journalism Living Lab €13000 
7 David Bassens Financialisation of housing in Brussels €15666 
8 Soumaya Majdoub Women in Urbanism €15300 
9 Tatiana Debroux; 

Stefan De Corte 
UKC Urban Market for Common Goods €18250 

10 Elisabeth Bekers Black Europe in Brussels €15000 
11 Iman Lechkar Blueprint – Critical Ethnic Studies Master €10500 
12 Linde Moriau; Julie 

Bertone; Minne 
Huysmans (Etienne 
Toffin & Gregoire 
Wallenborn, ULB) 

Summerschool ‘in-between spaces/places’ €20000 

13 Wojciech Kęblowski Transforming collective micro-spaces in Brussels €19950 
14 Rita Fober; Imre 

Keserü; Cathy 
Macharis 

Transport (in)equality and mobility justice for 
persons with a disability 

€10000 

15 Lucas de Melo 
Melgaço 

Urban forum: Security, spatial design and the 
post-covid city 

€15450 
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Evaluation of project n° 10 

Main applicant: Elisabeth Bekers 

Project title: Black Europe in Brussels 

 
Reviewer 1 

Project relevance Grade (on 20): 17 

Each project should address one or more (but not necessarily all) of the below research 
priorities of the Brussels Centre for Urban Studies. 

Interdisciplinarity: to what extent does the project draw on various disciplinary 
perspectives on 'the urban'? Does the project - theoretically, empirically and/or 
methodologically - engage with a topic of relevance beyond specific research niches? 

The project addresses issues that are central to current societal debates and issues. 
A very strong aspect of the conference is that it is not limited to theoretical 
dimensions, but intends to deliver empirical data and insights from academic 
research as well as on-ground experience that will lead to policy recommendations. 
The project is very strong in its interdisciplinarity, combining various fields within the 
social sciences and beyond, and involving several interdisciplinary research groups.    

Comparative urbanism: in what ways does the project address the similarities/ differences 
between cities? To what extent does the project pay attention to urban peripheries and 
wider urbanization dynamics (and not just the city core)? 

While the conference (which is a pilotconference for a larger and broader 
conference that is postponed to 2022 due to the Covid19 circumstances) focuses on 
Brussels, there is ample scope for comparative approaches that analyse fundamental 
differences and similarities between Black communities in various European urban 
contexts.  

Engaged research: to what extent does the project organization (main applicant + 
collaborators) connect academia with non-academic actors and networks? Does the project 
strive towards a true co-production of urban knowledge?  

Intersectorality as a guiding principle to the conference's discussion of urban Black 
European experiences is another strong point of the conference. The activities are 
designed to create optimal opportunities for discussions between academics, 
politicians, activist groups, etc. Moreover, non-academic organizations play an 
important role in the organisation of the conference. However, the remark (p. 6 top) 
regarding academics needing to leave their ivory towers and becoming engaged 
researchers does point to certain risk regarding the balance between academic 
research and activist engagement. 
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Project plan and timing Grade (on 20): 15 

Is the project plan and timing described in sufficient detail (phases / work packages, who 
does what)? Does the proposed plan and timing seem feasible? 

The proposal gives a clear outline of the activities and their timetable, but it does not 
address the organisational planning or who/which research group or organisation is 
responsible for what activity. 

 

Project output Grade (on 20): 14 

Is the envisioned output clearly described and linked to concrete activities/steps in the 
project plan? To what extent does the project move beyond 'regular' academic output to 
include also new and original forms of research-led public engagement? 

While the proposal emphasizes the cross-fertilization between the various academic 
and non-academic participants, the main concrete outputs of the conference are a 
summary report containing policy recommendations, a leaflet with a summary of the 
report and videos that will be distributed via Youtube and the non-academic partner 
Black Speaks Back. The role of the academic organizers in the latter seems very 
limited.  

 

Project budget  (no score required) 

Does the project contain a clear budget breakdown that logically emerges from the project 
plan? In case the project is co-funded, is the role of the BCUS budget in realizing the overall 
or specific project objectives clearly described? Is the budget realistic? 

Total costs are estimated at € 23,000, with BCUS contributing € 15,000 and € 8,000 
from other funding organizations. The contribution of BCUS is intended to cover the 
costs of professional video recordings and fees for speakers. Estimated at € 11,500, 
the estimated costs of the video recordings seem relatively high. A total of € 7,750 
are allocated to speakers' fees. 

 
 
Reviewer 2 

Project relevance Grade (on 20): 15,5 

Each project should address one or more (but not necessarily all) of the below research 
priorities of the Brussels Centre for Urban Studies. 

Interdisciplinarity: to what extent does the project draw on various disciplinary 
perspectives on 'the urban'? Does the project - theoretically, empirically and/or 
methodologically - engage with a topic of relevance beyond specific research niches? 
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Strong interdisciplinary approach of Diversity Studies, Minority Studies, Race 
Studies, Migration Studies, Gender Studies, Health Studies, Human Rights Studies, 
Literary and Intermedial Studies.  
Intersectoral approach bringing together intellectual, activist and creative 
discussions on Black Europe in Brussels. 
Main objective is enabling a greater intersectoral engagement with the concerns of 
the Black Lives Matter movement and similar movements on societal inclusivity. 

Comparative urbanism: in what ways does the project address the similarities/ differences 
between cities? To what extent does the project pay attention to urban peripheries and 
wider urbanization dynamics (and not just the city core)? 

The topic of the proposed conference is “Black Europe in Brussels” with a specific 
focus on Matongé as neighbourhood of arrival. Despite this narrow focus on Brussels 
and Matongé, the conference is aimed at an international group of scholars, policy-
makers and activists and wants to encourage international comparative research in 
preparation of a wider 2022 conference “Intersectional Challenges in Afroeuropean 
Communities”. 
This specific proposal does not really include comparative urbanism, but might lead 
to it in the future. 

Engaged research: to what extent does the project organization (main applicant + 
collaborators) connect academia with non-academic actors and networks? Does the project 
strive towards a true co-production of urban knowledge?  

The project team will collaborate with Black Speaks Back and ENAR (European 
Network Against Racism). The collaboration between scholars and non-academic 
partners will enrich the critical discussion on issues that often prove to be fertile 
grounds for tension in the urban context. 
Although the main objectives of the conference are academic objectives: platform 
and networking for scholars, educational goals, expanding the VUB-network of 
scholars conducting research into Black identity, the non-academic partners (artists 
and activists) are actively participating in the panels and are involved at raising 
awareness and for public outreach. 

 

Project plan and timing Grade (on 20): 15,5 

Is the project plan and timing described in sufficient detail (phases / work packages, who 
does what)? Does the proposed plan and timing seem feasible? 

The project plan concerns a two-day conference in Brussels. The conference seems 
to be organised already and there are no additional preparatory steps mentioned. 
The names of most speakers are missing in the application, some activities (external 
audiovisual output) still needs to be confirmed. This is quite normal in the 
preparatory phase of a conference. The project leaders, however, expect the final 
programme to be composed by Easter and already provide a link to the conference’s 
website. 
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Project output Grade (on 20): 15 

Is the envisioned output clearly described and linked to concrete activities/steps in the 
project plan? To what extent does the project move beyond 'regular' academic output to 
include also new and original forms of research-led public engagement? 

The main objective of this application is the organisation of a two-day conference, 
with panels with scholars, policy-makers, artists and activists. Direct output is: 
networking, education, stimulation of academic publications and project 
applications, a summary report for policy-makers, and a leaflet and video-recordings 
for a wider audience in which the activists will select relevant topics for their 
audience. 

 

Project budget  (no score required) 

Does the project contain a clear budget breakdown that logically emerges from the project 
plan? In case the project is co-funded, is the role of the BCUS budget in realizing the overall 
or specific project objectives clearly described? Is the budget realistic? 

The project plan is clear: a two-day conference, with mainly fees for speakers, 
catering, traveling costs within Brussels. The largest cost is the recording of three 
panel sessions. 
However, the added value for BCUS is the collaboration between academic and non-
academic partners, and apart from the academic output also the dissemination of 
results and reports towards a larger audience. The latter is not specified. 
 
The conference is planned for 9 and 10 July 2021. Taken into account the current 
Covid-19 measures and the uncertainty to organise larger events, it might be 
necessary to turn to an online event. This is clearly indicated in the project 
application. 
 
Additional funding has been attracted and is clearly indicated. The budget seems 
realistic to us. (16/20) 

 
 
Reviewer 3 

Project relevance Grade (on 20): 17 

Each project should address one or more (but not necessarily all) of the below research 
priorities of the Brussels Centre for Urban Studies. 

Interdisciplinarity: to what extent does the project draw on various disciplinary 
perspectives on 'the urban'? Does the project - theoretically, empirically and/or 
methodologically - engage with a topic of relevance beyond specific research niches? 
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A kind of pre-conference organized in 2021, but for BCUS perhaps even more 
interesting than the 2022 conference due to the focus on black experience in 
Brussels. Centred around the event, but with a clear interdisciplinary thematic setup.  

Comparative urbanism: in what ways does the project address the similarities/ differences 
between cities? To what extent does the project pay attention to urban peripheries and 
wider urbanization dynamics (and not just the city core)? 

Comparison is claimed mainly through participation of international speakers and 
literature comparison of Brussels with other cases. A bit underdeveloped. 

Engaged research: to what extent does the project organization (main applicant + 
collaborators) connect academia with non-academic actors and networks? Does the project 
strive towards a true co-production of urban knowledge?  

Engaged to the core: the whole setup is from the very beginning about 'co-
production' with a variety of stakeholders. Less developed is how these engagement 
trajectories are actually designed. Most of this seems located on the level of the 
organisational team. 

 

Project plan and timing Grade (on 20): 16 

Is the project plan and timing described in sufficient detail (phases / work packages, who 
does what)? Does the proposed plan and timing seem feasible? 

Project plan i.e. conference setup is already well developed with themes w clear 
relevance for BCUS. Very clear, very detailed. Actual organisational breakdown is not 
really specified. 

 

Project output Grade (on 20): 16 

Is the envisioned output clearly described and linked to concrete activities/steps in the 
project plan? To what extent does the project move beyond 'regular' academic output to 
include also new and original forms of research-led public engagement? 

The project output centres on the conference itself plus related output such as a 
report, leaflet for a broader audience and video footage. Not super original output, 
but relevant. Considering the topicality, this project has the potential to put Brussels 
and BCUS/VUB 'on the map' for research and politics on decolonisation etc. 

 

Project budget  (no score required) 

Does the project contain a clear budget breakdown that logically emerges from the project 
plan? In case the project is co-funded, is the role of the BCUS budget in realizing the overall 
or specific project objectives clearly described? Is the budget realistic? 
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'Short notice' application, since the funding is requested for a conference to take 
place this summer! And it will also take place without BCUS-funding… At the same 
time, this project fits the BCUS rationale. Funding of 15.000 Euro is acceptable, 
although some imbalance with other supporters (VUB EDGE, VUB CLIC, Ghent). Also, 
11.500 Euro for video recording seems a lot of money…  

 
 


