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Engaging with the conference abstracts and review activities became more meaningful to me when I read them through the lens of my own research on participatory public art and socially engaged spatial practice. Rather than seeing the process as purely administrative, I began to understand abstract review as a curatorial and ethical act: a way of deciding which ideas are given space, visibility, and institutional support.
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One of the most interesting aspects was noticing the difference between projects that simply used the language of participation and those that demonstrated real critical depth. Some abstracts referred to community engagement in very general terms, but offered little sense of method, context, or long-term impact. Others were more convincing because they articulated a clear relationship between social issue, artistic process, and public outcome. This was especially relevant to my own research, which asks not only how participation is generated, but how it is translated into durable spatial experience.
The review process also made me think carefully about academic quality. A strong abstract was not necessarily the most ambitious in tone, but the one with the clearest research question, coherent methodology, and awareness of context. Collaborative decision-making during review reminded me that selection is rarely based on one criterion alone; originality, clarity, ethics, and relevance all matter.
Overall, this experience helped me see abstract review as both a professional responsibility and a reflective tool. It sharpened my understanding of what makes research rigorous, situated, and genuinely meaningful in socially engaged art.
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