Below I provide the evaluations of my application to the Helsinki Collegium for Advanced Studies. The evaluation is presumably done by the members of the Academic Evaluation Board (http://www.helsinki.fi/collegium/english/about_the_collegium/advisory_board07-09.htm). The final decision is, of course, made by the Board (http://www.helsinki.fi/collegium/english/about_the_collegium/board.htm) with wide expertise across humanities and social sciences). I hope you find the evaluations as entertaining as I did.

As before I did not get even close to being qualified enough to be accepted to the Collegium. The previous time I did not succeed since the experts knew in advance that my research proposal is incorrect or the hypothesis cannot be true; note that this was before the study had even started. This time things looked much better as one of the experts notes as a strength of the proposal that the topic is curious.


Curious is also the organization of the Collegium. There are some 15 experts from quite limited fields of humanities and social sciences. They evaluate the research proposals (more than 300). Then the board with even more limited representation of the fields makes the final selection. As you can see below, nowadays they provide the evaluations to the applicants. This is nice because now the doubts about the openness and impartiality of the application procedure are cleared. And even more importantly, the applicants can now improve their research proposals on the basis of the expert comments they get. I should very much like suggestions from all you who read this how I could improve my proposal in the future. The suggestions should, of course, be strictly based on the critical comments of the experts below.


One might wonder how the Academic Evaluation Board and the Board are chosen. I do not know the details but I am sure that it is a transparent and impartial procedure since the University is handing out huge sums of money through the Collegium and it is unimaginable that there would be something substandard in the procedure. The one time I was marginally involved was last spring when I was in a meeting in the Faculty of Social Sciences. The meeting discussed whether the proposal of the new Academic Evaluation Board represented the social sciences widely enough. The greatest worry was that not all the schools of Sociology were represented. Very little interest was shown in the fact that, for instance, Political Science or Economics were not represented at all.

During its existence not a single economist has been qualified enough to be accepted. We are currently trying to improve The Finnish Doctorate Programme in Economics to get closer to the international research frontier. Perhaps in time we can increase the quality of our research and narrow the gap to the best international research in economics so that an economist might qualify to the Collegium. I guess we have plenty to learn from Sociologists, Political Scientists and above all from the Gender Studies that are so well represented in the Collegium. [image: image1.jpg]HELSINKI COLLEGIUM FOR ADVANCED STUDIES
Application evaluation form 2007

Name of applicant: Klaus Kultti
Title of research proposal: Economics of marriage and divorce
Evaluator:

1. Applicant

Evaluation of previous academic achievements: excellent (4)
Ability to carry out research proposal: excellent (4)

2. Research proposal

Evaluation of research proposal: excellent (4)

Theoretical and methodological framework of research proposal: excellent @
Interdisciplinary potential of research proposal: good (3)

Significance of research proposal for the international academic community: excellent (4)
Evaluation of proposed publication of results: excellent (4)

3. Main strengths of application:

the propsoal is very clear in aims and in pursuits - and a curious topic!

4. Main weaknesses of application:

not any obvious ones

5. Overall evaluation of application (applicant & research proposal): excellent (4)
6. Other Comments

No data submitted
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Application evaluation form 2007

Name of applicant: Klaus Kultti
Title of research proposal: Economics of Marriage and Divorce
Evaluator:

1. Applicant

Evaluation of previous academic achievements: excellent (4)
Ability to carry out research proposal: excellent (4)

2. Research proposal

Evaluation of research proposal: excellent (4)

Theoretical and methodological framework of research proposal: good (3)
Interdisciplinary potential of research proposal: excellent (4)

Significance of research proposal for the international academic community: excellent (4)
Evaluation of proposed publication of results: excellent (4)

3. Main strengths of application:

In all three research fields (especially 1 and 3) interesting results are to be expected.

4. Main weaknesses of application:

The theoretical argument in project 1 seems to be a little bit too reductionistic. For
example in relating divorce to the presence of boys and girls one would have to look to
the different emotional attachments male and female parents form boys respectively girls.
5. Overall evaluation of application (applicant & research proposal): excellent (4)

6. Other Comments

No data submitted




