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ROTHSCHILD FOUNDATION (HANADIV) EUROPE

Academic Jewish Studies in Europe Grant Programme
Small Grants To Prepare Doctoral Theses for Publication 
Reference Form
Dear Referee, 

As part of the process of assessing applications, the Rothschild Foundation (Hanadiv) Europe cooperates with experts familiar with the applicant, applying organisation, the subject matter or the geographic area in which the activities will take place.
The applicant has identified you as a suitable expert to evaluate their application. We would be grateful if you would fill in the reference form below. The information you provide will remain confidential. The Rothschild Foundation (Hanadiv) Europe will use your reference only for the purpose of assessing requests for funds, grants administration and reporting to the Foundation’s trustees and the UK Charity Commission.
Please upload your reference through your online referee page no later than Thursday, 16 February 2012. 
Note:
The response boxes below will automatically expand as you type in them. 

Referee information

	1.  Applicant name:
	


	2.  Publisher name:
	


	3.  Title of proposed publication (doctoral thesis):
	


4.  Referee contact details:
	Name
	

	Position
	

	Organisation name
	

	Mailing address
	

	Telephone number
	

	Mobile phone number
	

	Fax number
	

	Email address
	


Assessment
5.
Please provide a confidential assessment of the proposal and the author as well as the publisher:
	


6.
Please list the names of other publications covering the same field and describe how the proposed publication compares to them:
	


7.
Please explain the way in which the proposed publication will contribute to the field of Jewish studies in Europe:
	


8.
Does the proposed budget seem to be justified?
	


9.
Please grade the proposal according to the grading system explained below, providing a grade for each category applicable to this application:
Academic excellence of the thesis 


Contribution of the thesis to Jewish studies in Europe


Financial need


Rationale for the grant

Academic quality of the publisher


Appropriateness of the budget


Overall quality of the proposal

Grading System:

Top 5%:
Excellent application, highest priority

Top 15%:
Very good application, high priority 

Top 30%:
Good application, to be supported subject to the availability of funds

Bottom 50%:
Promising application, but certain aspects of the proposed activities are questionable

Bottom 20%:
I recommend not to fund this proposal
10.
Please provide examples in the space below that justify any Top 5% or Bottom 20% ratings:

	


Referee’s signature:  _________________________
Date:  ______________________
Please upload your reference through your online referee page no later than Thursday, 16 February 2012. 
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