
Below I provide the evaluations of my application for a senior researcher
grant from the Academy of Finland. According to the representative of
Economics in the Research council for the Culture and Society, professor
Jaakko Pehkonen from the University of Jyväskylä, there were only three
applicants from the field of economics. Two got the grant, and I was deemed
the worst of the applicants, and consequently did not get a grant. Professor
Markus Jäntti from Åbo Academi and professor Hannu Tervo from the
University of Jyväskylä were better than I.

My application was evaluated by two foreign experts. The Academy
states the following on its web-page: ‘Any application that cannot be reviewed
by panels will be forwarded to a minimum of two individual experts. These
are mainly foreign experts who are esteemed researchers in their respective
fields.’ The experts were Steve Machin ja Lorenzo Cappellari.

The former is from the University College London, and he states on his
home-page the following: ‘My main research area covers empirical work in
labour economics, the economics of education and industrial relations.’ I think
that there is no dispute that he satisfies the criteria of the Academy.

The latter evaluator is from Università Cattolica, Milano. He states on
his home-page the following: ‘His research interests are labour economics,
income distribution and dynamics, economics of education, and
microeconometrics.’ According to RePEc all his work is empirical, and by his
publication record he clearly satisfies the criteria of the Academy, too.

I found it somewhat strange that my application, which is theoretical,
was evaluated by two experts who both work on the empirical side of
economics. But careful reading of the statement of the Academy above
reveals that the evaluators are not necessarily assumed to be experts on the
field of the application; they are expected to be expert on their own fields.

I was also somewhat surprised that I was the worst of the applicants
since I thought that I have done quite a lot and quite good research in the
last three years. I guess that this just tells about the high standard of
economic research in Finland.

Anyway, I asked professor Pehkonen about details of the decisions in
the hope that I might improve my application, and why I was not evaluated
by anyone who is an expert in theoretical research. Pehkonen told me that it
is totally random who turn out to be the experts, and this time I just
happened to get these experts. He also told that of us three applicants
professor Jäntti was clearly the best while I was pretty even with professor
Tervo. He also encouraged me to apply next time, and see whether I should
be luckier in the lottery then. While pondering over this possibility I still try to
figure out what is the probability that the evaluators of a theoretical research
proposal turn out to be two experts in empirical labour economics. It would
be interesting to know from what fields the other applicants’ experts were;
perhaps not from economics at all.

Below you can see the evaluations of my research proposal but before
that I let you see what the Academy states on its web-page: ‘The Academy of
Finland is committed to the best interests of scientific research. In all its
operations the Academy aims at reliability, impartiality, openness, interactivity
and at making use of the best expertise available.’ Go figure.












