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Referentenrapport van referent 1

Assessment of the quality of the researcher

Toelichting Criteria - the quality of the researcher:
- in terms of profile fit in the target
group; - in the top 10% of his/her
international peer group; - academic
excellence as demonstrated by
numerous publications of international
standing and/or other academic
achievements; - inspiring enthusiasm
for research and/or technology; -
persuasiveness; - demonstrably
capable of successfully developing own
new innovative line of research; - has
both a national and international
prominent position; - demonstrable
leadership and coaching skills. The Vici
scheme aims at outstanding
researchers only: the top 10% of
his/her international peer group.

Vraag a

a What is your opinion on the past
performance of the researcher (as
demonstrated by publications and
other relevant scientific
achievements)?

Commentaar
The researcher has a proven track record of both securing grant funding and publishing in top
journals, and moreover has shown the ability to publish in journals in several disciplines, which
bodes well for the likely broad impact of this work.

Vraag b

b Does the applicant belong to the top
10% of his/her international peer
group? Which scientific achievements
or talents of the applicant show that
he/she belongs to this top?

Commentaar
It is difficult to know precisely which peer group to compare the applicant to, given the
interdisciplinary nature of the applicant's research - and of this proposal. Certainly, the applicant is
widely known as an important contributor to research on prosocial behavior.



Vraag c

c To what extent is there sufficient
evidence that the applicant has the
ability to lead and supervise a research
group and support staff and to coach
young researchers?

Commentaar
From the application, it is clear that the applicant has assembled a strong team of post-docs and
graduate students to carry out this ambitious research program.

Assessment of the quality, innovative character and academic impact of the
proposed research

Toelichting Criteria - the quality, innovative
character and academic impact of the
proposed research - challenging
content; - originality of the research
question; - innovative scientific
elements; - aimed at building up a
new line of research; - potential to
make important contributions to
science; - effectiveness of proposed
methodology; - international
importance of the proposed research
area.

Vraag a

a Please comment on the relevance of
the problem and on the originality and
challenging content of the proposal.

Commentaar
This is an innovative and I think truly important research program. Despite the many researchers
who have explored facets of prosocial behavior, I know of no research that tackles the problem in
this large-scale manner, nor that uses the fascinating "macro-meso-micro" lens all in one
investigation. I expect the results of this project to be widely discussed, cited, and influential.

Vraag b

b What are the innovative aspects of the
proposal? Will the research break new
ground by generating new concepts, a
deeper understanding, new methods,
etc.?

Commentaar
This research almost by it's definition will break new ground. The scale is impressive not just
logistically, but in the way in which assessing attitudes across many countries and many levels of
analysis is sure to shed novel insight into when and why people give.



Vraag c

c What is your opinion on its potential to
make a major contribution to the
advancement of scholarship, science or
technology (academic impact)?

Commentaar
This work ha strong potential to make a major contribution to the advancement of scholarship, and
will have certain academic impact once executed. There is surprisingly little cross-national data on
giving, and even less on the psychology of giving across countries. Given the interest in prosocial
behavior across may disciplines - psychology, economics, sociology, etc. - many scholars will find
the work impactful.

Vraag d

d To what extent is the proposed method
effective? Please comment.

Commentaar
The research methodology builds on previous successful research by the applicant, and I see no
issues with the effectiveness of the proposed method in providing a rigorous test of the applicant's
account.

Assessment of the knowledge utilisation

Toelichting Criteria - knowledge utilisation (KU)
Potential - contribution to society
and/or other academic areas; -
disciplines and organisations that
might benefit from the results.
Implementation - action plan to allow
the outcomes of the research project
to benefit the potential knowledge
users; - if and how the potential
knowledge users will be involved; -
(concrete) outcomes for society and/or
other academic disciplines; - the
period over which knowledge
utilisation is expected to occur. The
selection committee assesses: -
whether the applicant has given a
realistic description of the potential for
knowledge utilisation - and to what
extent the applicant has presented a
concrete and convincing plan for the
implementation of the available
potential. - If a researcher is of the
opinion that the proposed research is
not appropriate for KU then he/she
should explain why he/she thinks that
KU is not applicable. The selection
committee will assess the arguments
given for this.

Vraag a

a What is your opinion on the described
potential for knowledge utlisation ?



Commentaar
I think the applicant has done an excellent job outlining the potential for knowledge utilization. The
question of when and why people behave generously is fundamental to many of the most pressing
social issues - from immigration to poverty. Moreover, as the applicant notes, many academic
disciplines are engaged in research exploring prosocial behavior, and so the results of this
investigation - as with the results of some of the applicant's earlier research - will be used by
scholars across many fields.

Vraag b

b Please comment on the effectiveness
and feasibility of the proposed
approach for realising KU
(implementation).

Commentaar
The applicant's impressive set of international collaborators, and active plan to leverage this
network, will further increase the reach of the research and increase knowledge utilization.

Vraag c

c Only answer this question in case the
applicant argued that KU is not to be
expected given the nature of the
research proposal: Does the applicant
convincingly explain why KU is not
applicable for his/her research project
(see also the information under
criterion 3 listed above)?

Commentaar
N/A

Final assessment

Vraag a

a How do you assess the entire
application? Please give your final
scoring (A+/A/B/UF/U).

Referentcommentaar 01, A+ Highest quality, significance and
recommendation for funding

Vraag b

b Could you please summarize (point by
point) the strengths and weaknesses
of the grant application focussing on
the candidate, proposal and knowledge
utilisation? Strengths: Weaknesses:

Commentaar
Strengths: Novel research question, broad interest to many academic disciplines, proven track
record of publication, important question for society and policymakers.

Weaknesses: I do not see any glaring weaknesses in the application.



Data management

Toelichting In 2015, NWO started with a Data
Management Pilot. Researchers are
expected to answer four questions
about data management in the
research proposal (data management
section 2e) after a proposal has been
awarded funding the researcher should
elaborate this section into a data
management plan. The data
management section( 2e) is not an
assessment criterion for the research
proposal. However for all the data
management sections of these
proposals, you can make suggestions
and give advice that could be helpful
for the researcher in drawing up the
data management plan to be
submitted after funding was awarded.
See also
www.nwo.nl/datamanagement

Vraag .

. Data management: advice and/or
suggestions

Commentaar
N/A

Referentenrapport van referent 2

Assessment of the quality of the researcher

Toelichting Criteria - the quality of the researcher:
- in terms of profile fit in the target
group; - in the top 10% of his/her
international peer group; - academic
excellence as demonstrated by
numerous publications of international
standing and/or other academic
achievements; - inspiring enthusiasm
for research and/or technology; -
persuasiveness; - demonstrably
capable of successfully developing own
new innovative line of research; - has
both a national and international
prominent position; - demonstrable
leadership and coaching skills. The Vici
scheme aims at outstanding
researchers only: the top 10% of
his/her international peer group.



Vraag a

a What is your opinion on the past
performance of the researcher (as
demonstrated by publications and
other relevant scientific
achievements)?

Commentaar
At a rather young age he has compiled an impressive record of publications and over 5 million Euro
in grants. He has an extensive networks of potential collaborators in many of the countries in which
he will want to conduct the proposed research. He impresses me as highly competent both
theoretically and methodologically.

Vraag b

b Does the applicant belong to the top
10% of his/her international peer
group? Which scientific achievements
or talents of the applicant show that
he/she belongs to this top?

Commentaar
His work has a high citation count, which means that he is having an impact in his field. Since 2000
he has published roughly 10 articles a year and a book. I would point again to the impressive
amount of grant money he has obtained.

Vraag c

c To what extent is there sufficient
evidence that the applicant has the
ability to lead and supervise a research
group and support staff and to coach
young researchers?

Commentaar
He has organized five international conferences. He has a network of international collaborators.

Assessment of the quality, innovative character and academic impact of the
proposed research

Toelichting Criteria - the quality, innovative
character and academic impact of the
proposed research - challenging
content; - originality of the research
question; - innovative scientific
elements; - aimed at building up a
new line of research; - potential to
make important contributions to
science; - effectiveness of proposed
methodology; - international
importance of the proposed research
area.



Vraag a

a Please comment on the relevance of
the problem and on the originality and
challenging content of the proposal.

Commentaar
One has only to look at what is happening on any given day in the modern world to know that
philanthropy is a critical topic of study. With the refugee crisis, the crises of global warning and the
dislocations that will cause, the droughts and famines and wars -- understanding the factors that
lead individuals, organizations, and nations to help others is critical. The real challenge of the
proposal lies in its extensiveness. He proposes to carry out identical surveys, using the same
methodology, an up to 125 countries, because a central focus is to understand differences between
countries in the factors relating to different levels of giving.

Vraag b

b What are the innovative aspects of the
proposal? Will the research break new
ground by generating new concepts, a
deeper understanding, new methods,
etc.?

Commentaar
Nobody has ever tried to do what Bekkers is proposing to do. 1) A really large sample of
respondents in each of a large number of different countries to answer questions regarding the
factors influencing giving money and other resources. 2) A multi-level theoretical framework
testing at least six theories regarding the source of differences between countries in levels of
giving. 3) Adding game-theoretical methods to standard survey research techniques on a large
scale. So, yes, all of the above: new concepts, a deeper understanding, and new methods.

Vraag c

c What is your opinion on its potential to
make a major contribution to the
advancement of scholarship, science or
technology (academic impact)?

Commentaar
I am undoubtedly biased regarding the importance of learning all we can about helping behavior,
since I have spent most of a rather long career doing that. But I would point the committee back to
the state of the world. We are a world of "have" countries and "have not" countries -- not to ignore
the down and out in the "have" countries. Governments can do only so much. We really need to
understand the motivations, organizational factors, and cultural determinants of the willingness to
help others. This is a growing area of scholarship, and Bekkers will be able to make a major
contribution to it if he receives this grant. He has an excellent grasp of existing theories in the
area, and his results will be able to address the adequacy of each of those. I wish he had included
identity theory.

Vraag d

d To what extent is the proposed method
effective? Please comment.

Commentaar
I would have like to have seen more detail regarding how the sampling and data gathering will be
done. I recognize that only a certain number of words were allowed. However, he is already
experienced in carrying out large-scale survey research, having started with a longitudinal study in
the Netherlands and then expanding to France. So he already knows how to take a survey



instrument developed in one language and translate it into another, how to do sampling in at least
two different societies, and how to collaborate across borders.

Assessment of the knowledge utilisation

Toelichting Criteria - knowledge utilisation (KU)
Potential - contribution to society
and/or other academic areas; -
disciplines and organisations that
might benefit from the results.
Implementation - action plan to allow
the outcomes of the research project
to benefit the potential knowledge
users; - if and how the potential
knowledge users will be involved; -
(concrete) outcomes for society and/or
other academic disciplines; - the
period over which knowledge
utilisation is expected to occur. The
selection committee assesses: -
whether the applicant has given a
realistic description of the potential for
knowledge utilisation - and to what
extent the applicant has presented a
concrete and convincing plan for the
implementation of the available
potential. - If a researcher is of the
opinion that the proposed research is
not appropriate for KU then he/she
should explain why he/she thinks that
KU is not applicable. The selection
committee will assess the arguments
given for this.

Vraag a

a What is your opinion on the described
potential for knowledge utlisation ?

Commentaar
I have worked with non-profit organizations in order to help them utilize the results of my
research. Bekkers is planning to do the same. In fact he proposes a review board made of of
various stakeholders: academics, managers of non-profits, and national policy-makers that will
meet to help design the research, in order to make the information gathered as useful as possible.
This is a remarkably good idea and should optimaze the usefulness of the information obtained.

Vraag b

b Please comment on the effectiveness
and feasibility of the proposed
approach for realising KU
(implementation).

Commentaar
He proposes several outlets to disseminate the results: conferences, a website, a book, multiple
publications. He points out that he already has an extensive network consisting of all of the
categories of stakeholders. I think he sincerely intends to do extensive knowledge utilization.



Vraag c

c Only answer this question in case the
applicant argued that KU is not to be
expected given the nature of the
research proposal: Does the applicant
convincingly explain why KU is not
applicable for his/her research project
(see also the information under
criterion 3 listed above)?

Commentaar
This question is not applicable to this proposal.

Final assessment

Vraag a

a How do you assess the entire
application? Please give your final
scoring (A+/A/B/UF/U).

Referentcommentaar 01, A+ Highest quality, significance and
recommendation for funding

Vraag b

b Could you please summarize (point by
point) the strengths and weaknesses
of the grant application focussing on
the candidate, proposal and knowledge
utilisation? Strengths: Weaknesses:

Commentaar
Strengths: Bekkers is an experienced, highly productive scholar. He has a wide network of contacts
through whom he will be able to carry out this research. He is methodologically very sophisticated.
He has done this sort of survey work before, although not in this level of complexity. He knows the
literature and has considered a significant set of theories. He has managed quite a lot of grant
money, apparently successfully because people kept giving him more.
The proposal itself is very strong, both theoretically and methodologically. It is asking the right
questions. The three-level theoretical framework is very comprehensive in terms of the factors that
need to be considered. The measures he proposes to include tap appropriately into the variables he
needs to measure.
The plan for KU is carefully laid out. I believe the information he will generate will get out where it
needs to go.
Weaknesses: I think he may be biting off more than he can chew. That is, both in terms of the
number of countries and in terms of the number of measures the plan may be too extensive. But I
expect that he will cut back appropriately when he discovers this.



Data management

Toelichting In 2015, NWO started with a Data
Management Pilot. Researchers are
expected to answer four questions
about data management in the
research proposal (data management
section 2e) after a proposal has been
awarded funding the researcher should
elaborate this section into a data
management plan. The data
management section( 2e) is not an
assessment criterion for the research
proposal. However for all the data
management sections of these
proposals, you can make suggestions
and give advice that could be helpful
for the researcher in drawing up the
data management plan to be
submitted after funding was awarded.
See also
www.nwo.nl/datamanagement

Vraag .

. Data management: advice and/or
suggestions

Commentaar
I have never tried to do anything this extensive, so I think it would be presumptuous of me to
suggest anything. What he proposes looks good to me.

Referentenrapport van referent 3

Assessment of the quality of the researcher

Toelichting Criteria - the quality of the researcher:
- in terms of profile fit in the target
group; - in the top 10% of his/her
international peer group; - academic
excellence as demonstrated by
numerous publications of international
standing and/or other academic
achievements; - inspiring enthusiasm
for research and/or technology; -
persuasiveness; - demonstrably
capable of successfully developing own
new innovative line of research; - has
both a national and international
prominent position; - demonstrable
leadership and coaching skills. The Vici
scheme aims at outstanding
researchers only: the top 10% of
his/her international peer group.



Vraag a

a What is your opinion on the past
performance of the researcher (as
demonstrated by publications and
other relevant scientific
achievements)?

Commentaar
Prof. Bekkers has an outstanding publication record since the completion of his doctorate.
Especially noteworthy are the collaborations with other researchers around the world which
demonstrates his ability to work cross-nationally which is essential for his proposed Global Giving
project. Setting up international research networks is a significant achievement. .

Vraag b

b Does the applicant belong to the top
10% of his/her international peer
group? Which scientific achievements
or talents of the applicant show that
he/she belongs to this top?

Commentaar
His past accomplishments have demonstrated and gained him a reputation of being in the top 10%
of researchers in his peer group. Most notable is his comprehensive review of the literature on
philanthropy, his work with the European Research Network on Philanthropy, his ongoing
collaborations and membership in several editorial boards and his active participation in ARNOVA
and ISTR and other groups.

Vraag c

c To what extent is there sufficient
evidence that the applicant has the
ability to lead and supervise a research
group and support staff and to coach
young researchers?

Commentaar
Starting a research group at the Vrije Univeriteit Amsterdam at the Center for Philanthropic Studies
and then become the director of the Center which illustrate his ability to lead and supervise a
research group. Further his roles as a Professor in advising many young researchers and most
germane to this proposal is his work a the coordinator of research of the European Research
Network on Philanthropy.

Assessment of the quality, innovative character and academic impact of the
proposed research

Toelichting Criteria - the quality, innovative
character and academic impact of the
proposed research - challenging
content; - originality of the research
question; - innovative scientific
elements; - aimed at building up a
new line of research; - potential to
make important contributions to
science; - effectiveness of proposed
methodology; - international
importance of the proposed research
area.



Vraag a

a Please comment on the relevance of
the problem and on the originality and
challenging content of the proposal.

Commentaar
This project is original because of its use of multi-disciplinary and multi-national scope with
integration of experimental and survey methods connected to the practice of philanthropy.

Vraag b

b What are the innovative aspects of the
proposal? Will the research break new
ground by generating new concepts, a
deeper understanding, new methods,
etc.?

Commentaar
This research breaks new ground by using the three-level model of giving (macro, meso, and
micro) to giving behavior to different countries.

Vraag c

c What is your opinion on its potential to
make a major contribution to the
advancement of scholarship, science or
technology (academic impact)?

Commentaar
This project has the potential for major impact on the advancement of our understanding the
motivation for gving within an institutional framework---especially across multiple countries. I
would expect the use of the data produced and available in an open access model to generate new
research well beyond the timeframe of this particular project.

Vraag d

d To what extent is the proposed method
effective? Please comment.

Commentaar
Global giving is modeled after a current Panel Survey which makes for a greater potential for an
effective method in gathering data. The learnings from GINPS can be applied to Global Giving.



Assessment of the knowledge utilisation

Toelichting Criteria - knowledge utilisation (KU)
Potential - contribution to society
and/or other academic areas; -
disciplines and organisations that
might benefit from the results.
Implementation - action plan to allow
the outcomes of the research project
to benefit the potential knowledge
users; - if and how the potential
knowledge users will be involved; -
(concrete) outcomes for society and/or
other academic disciplines; - the
period over which knowledge
utilisation is expected to occur. The
selection committee assesses: -
whether the applicant has given a
realistic description of the potential for
knowledge utilisation - and to what
extent the applicant has presented a
concrete and convincing plan for the
implementation of the available
potential. - If a researcher is of the
opinion that the proposed research is
not appropriate for KU then he/she
should explain why he/she thinks that
KU is not applicable. The selection
committee will assess the arguments
given for this.

Vraag a

a What is your opinion on the described
potential for knowledge utlisation ?

Commentaar
The project will make philanthropy more visible on a global scale and will thus have considerable
impact on both practitioners in nonprofit organizations and researchers in various disciplines. The
timeframe seems reasonable.

Vraag b

b Please comment on the effectiveness
and feasibility of the proposed
approach for realising KU
(implementation).

Commentaar
Global Giving follows the principles of Open Science and thus I believe it will enhance the use of the
data set and realization of future use of the data collected to advance the feld further.



Vraag c

c Only answer this question in case the
applicant argued that KU is not to be
expected given the nature of the
research proposal: Does the applicant
convincingly explain why KU is not
applicable for his/her research project
(see also the information under
criterion 3 listed above)?

Commentaar
nA

Final assessment

Vraag a

a How do you assess the entire
application? Please give your final
scoring (A+/A/B/UF/U).

Referentcommentaar 01, A+ Highest quality, significance and
recommendation for funding

Vraag b

b Could you please summarize (point by
point) the strengths and weaknesses
of the grant application focussing on
the candidate, proposal and knowledge
utilisation? Strengths: Weaknesses:

Commentaar
This project is of highest quality, and is recommended for funding. The results of the project will be
useful for policy makers as well as researchers beyond the life of the project.



Data management

Toelichting In 2015, NWO started with a Data
Management Pilot. Researchers are
expected to answer four questions
about data management in the
research proposal (data management
section 2e) after a proposal has been
awarded funding the researcher should
elaborate this section into a data
management plan. The data
management section( 2e) is not an
assessment criterion for the research
proposal. However for all the data
management sections of these
proposals, you can make suggestions
and give advice that could be helpful
for the researcher in drawing up the
data management plan to be
submitted after funding was awarded.
See also
www.nwo.nl/datamanagement

Vraag .

. Data management: advice and/or
suggestions

Commentaar
I have none beyond what is already proposed.

Referentenrapport van referent 4

Assessment of the quality of the researcher

Toelichting Criteria - the quality of the researcher:
- in terms of profile fit in the target
group; - in the top 10% of his/her
international peer group; - academic
excellence as demonstrated by
numerous publications of international
standing and/or other academic
achievements; - inspiring enthusiasm
for research and/or technology; -
persuasiveness; - demonstrably
capable of successfully developing own
new innovative line of research; - has
both a national and international
prominent position; - demonstrable
leadership and coaching skills. The Vici
scheme aims at outstanding
researchers only: the top 10% of
his/her international peer group.



Vraag a

a What is your opinion on the past
performance of the researcher (as
demonstrated by publications and
other relevant scientific
achievements)?

Commentaar
Rene Bekkers is one of the world’s leading scholars in the interdisciplinary field of philanthropy and
nonprofit organizations. In a very short time, dr. Bekkers has established himself as a prolific
author on most of the major research questions in the philanthropy side of this field. More
elaborate models have been developed that rationalize why some are more generous than others
using the methods of economics, sociology, psychology, marketing, and genetics, and dr. Bekkers
has written on each of these. His papers span a variety of skills – related to data quality,
econometric analysis of natural data.

Vraag b

b Does the applicant belong to the top
10% of his/her international peer
group? Which scientific achievements
or talents of the applicant show that
he/she belongs to this top?

Commentaar
Yes. Among sociologists working on philanthropy, he belongs atop a list .He is one of the founders
of the field and has been prolific, his work varies in quality). He is not at the top of the list in
traditional disciplines like economics or social psychology, but he has coauthored well and produced
important papers in these fields. In economics, he has coauthored several papers .
Here is why some of the papers of dr. Bekkers have been particularly important.
1) A Mega‐analysis of Generalized Social Trust. Brings a useful methodology to the field that I had
not been aware of and suspect most are not aware of. Unlike meta-analysis, the researcher is not
constrained to combine estimates derived from different specifications into an overall estimate –
raw data is used. This avoids the problem of meta-analysis that sometimes incorrectly fails to
reject the null hypothesis if the effect size varies across estimating strategies.
2) The Pursuit of Differences in Prosociality Among Identical Twins: Religion Matters, Education
Does Not. Twin studies allow for relatively clean distinctions between nature and nurture that are
hard to capture any other way. This is the first twin study of prosocialty that I am aware of, and
certainly the first presented in the field of philanthropic studies.
3) Principle of Care and Giving to Help People in Need; Helping Behavior, Dispositional Empathic
Concern, and the Principle of Care. The principle of care was developed by the applicant and his
coauthor from subscales of psychometric empathy measures, and seems to do a better job
predicting prosocial behavior than other such measures.
4) When and Why Matches are More Effective Subsidies than Rebates. Eckel and Grossman
published a series of controversial papers on how the way in which a subsidy for giving is framed
affects the incidence and magnitude of giving. Taken at face value, this implies that it would be far
more efficient to replace current tax deductions for charitable giving with an alternative approach
used in the U.K. Given the controversy and lack of underlying theory, Dr. Bekkers provides an
important replication of Eckel and Grossman and develops a cognitive basis for this effect.
5) Accuracy of self-reports on donations to charitable organizations. Almost every study of giving
uses survey data. Because such evidence is plausibly tainted by social-desirability bias, it is
important to test the accuracy of self-reports. To my knowledge, this is the only such test using
actual donations.
6) Generosity and Philanthropy: A Literature Review. Along with the three articles developed from
this review, the go-to reference for empirical researchers. Required reading for our doctoral
students.



Vraag c

c To what extent is there sufficient
evidence that the applicant has the
ability to lead and supervise a research
group and support staff and to coach
young researchers?

Commentaar
There is abundant evidence. Dr. Bekkers has led a team that developed and implemented the
Giving in the Netherlands Panel Study, one of only 2 such panel (longitudinal) studies in existence.
He founded ERNOP, a network of European researchers that has proven successful and organized
their conferences.

Assessment of the quality, innovative character and academic impact of the
proposed research

Toelichting Criteria - the quality, innovative
character and academic impact of the
proposed research - challenging
content; - originality of the research
question; - innovative scientific
elements; - aimed at building up a
new line of research; - potential to
make important contributions to
science; - effectiveness of proposed
methodology; - international
importance of the proposed research
area.

Vraag a

a Please comment on the relevance of
the problem and on the originality and
challenging content of the proposal.

Commentaar
The first package consists of a mega-analysis and questionnaire development. Mega-analysis is
pretty new and very useful. It would be particularly interesting to test the congruence between
questions contained in “high quality” and “lower quality” surveys. The quality labels may prove
misleading – there is good reason from available literature including some by the author of this
proposal to label the surveys this way, but absent measures of actual giving, may prove
misleading. If a revision or new submission of this proposal is contemplated, it would be helpful to
learn more about the specific areas of inquiry in order to assess the linkages between part I of this
proposal and part 2. For example, part 1 mentions elite philanthropy, but none of the proposal
seems designed to answer questions about elite philanthropy. One Bill Gates can really throw off
estimates of average giving, and random sampling cannot cope with this. It would also be
interesting to know more about the linkages to see what types of survey questions would
contribute to the most innovative parts of the proposal. That said, the questions will be refined in
the course of this package.

The second package is the World Giving Index. The applicant proposes to use hierarchical
regression methods with this data, and to add two questions to future waves of this existing source
of data. This will probably produce some publishable articles, but I do not think they will be fully
successful on testing three-failures theory vs. some of the others mentioned. The problems with
testing the theory go far beyond small sample size and the need for a few more covariates. Data
on philanthropy needs to be supplemented with data on organizations and with proper linkages
between the two, an extremely difficult thing to accomplish and not contemplated in this proposal.
I recommend the authors see E. James, Journal of Human Resources 1993 for the most successful
effort to date to test aspects of three failures theory. That said, it will be very interesting and



wholly new to test the effects of regulation and fiscal incentives and the professionalism of
fundraising cross-nationally. The few studies that use variation in regulation across states within
the U.S. have not found clear relationships, perhaps due to insufficient variation within the sample.
Should revision or resubmission be requested, it would be nice to know more about which
dimensions of regulation and professionalism will be measured and contrasted.

The third package, the Global Giving Survey, is the most important in my opinion. This will be an
invaluable contribution to the research infrastructure, and I imagine many researchers around the
world will take advantage of it. Dr. Bekkers is experienced in designing such surveys, has a network
of experienced colleagues around the world that he intends to employ in this effort, and has
contributed to the literature on the internal, external, and construct validity of these methods. The
hierarchical structure of the data will enable researchers to distinguish universal determinants of
giving and volunteering from culture- or history-specific determinants.

The applicant is right to focus on modifying each national survey to account for differences in how
questions will be interpreted, but the gains must be weighed against the costs of validity
challenges. The example in the proposal, of Muslim respondents classifying zakat as duty rather
than voluntary contribution occurs in other religions (Jews give much of their “donations” in the
form of membership dues for their temple and do not always report these in surveys of
philanthropy). In addition, properly translated survey questions may activate different cognitive
chains of association with unknown consequences for cross-national comparisons. That said, the
proposed approach is as good as one can reasonably expect.

A lot more thinking needs to go into the structural modeling in the three level model of giving
behavior. There may be feedbacks between giving behavior and the macro, meso, and micro level
variables, and arrow B should be two-way. The statistical identification problem, for example, in
crowding out is hard to solve and the applicant will need to work to solve it. In the cross-national
context, differences in individual giving behavior and national institutions are both driven by
unmeasured variables that make a person vote for more government provision and also donate
more. The principal of care variable may be part of a solution, but needs to be supplemented by
variables measuring attitudes towards tax-financed solutions and attitudes about the worthiness of
recipients.

The fourth package contains experiments. They propose online experiments conducted in the
course of the survey (behavioral games) selected from a competitive cross-disciplinary proposal
process, which sounds like a very important idea. I think it is important to make sure some
anthropologists are involved, remedying the weakness in the highly successful Science of
Philanthropy program on which this is based. I recommend the author read (if he has not already
Roth et al. in the American Economic Review 81(5) 1991 for an approach toward dealing with
translation in cross-national experiments. Second, they propose experiments following the survey. I
am a little confused by the briefness of this section, but think that they propose the All-or-nothing
dictator game. A single game of this sort cannot distinguish between fairness, trust, reciprocity,
and altruism, so it has become common in the few cross-national experiments related to
philanthropy to have the same subjects complete several games at the same time (e.g., ultimatum,
public goods, and trust games). In particular, the dictator game has a single donor, and so unlike
the public goods game, does not provide evidence on whether prosocial motives can overcome
free-riding problems. Finally, I am glad that the proposal highlights the research integrity, use of
Open Science protocols, and replicability issues.

Vraag b

b What are the innovative aspects of the
proposal? Will the research break new
ground by generating new concepts, a
deeper understanding, new methods,
etc.?

Commentaar
Discussed above. To summarize, this will provide a wonderful piece of research infrastructure (the
Global Giving Survey) that enables the grant applicant and other researchers to answer questions
about the multilevel determinants of giving (cultural, regulatory, and historic factors are at higher
levels). The experiments RFP will help develop new concepts. The section on calibrating and



integrating various theories from various disciplines is likely to produce a deeper understanding and
new insights for a core question in philanthropic studies.

Vraag c

c What is your opinion on its potential to
make a major contribution to the
advancement of scholarship, science or
technology (academic impact)?

Commentaar
Many scholars will be directly engaged in this project, and many more will use the data generated.
So there will be many papers in addition to the multiple papers reasonably expected from the grant
applicant.

Vraag d

d To what extent is the proposed method
effective? Please comment.

Commentaar
Discussed above.

Assessment of the knowledge utilisation

Toelichting Criteria - knowledge utilisation (KU)
Potential - contribution to society
and/or other academic areas; -
disciplines and organisations that
might benefit from the results.
Implementation - action plan to allow
the outcomes of the research project
to benefit the potential knowledge
users; - if and how the potential
knowledge users will be involved; -
(concrete) outcomes for society and/or
other academic disciplines; - the
period over which knowledge
utilisation is expected to occur. The
selection committee assesses: -
whether the applicant has given a
realistic description of the potential for
knowledge utilisation - and to what
extent the applicant has presented a
concrete and convincing plan for the
implementation of the available
potential. - If a researcher is of the
opinion that the proposed research is
not appropriate for KU then he/she
should explain why he/she thinks that
KU is not applicable. The selection
committee will assess the arguments
given for this.

Vraag a

a What is your opinion on the described
potential for knowledge utlisation ?



Commentaar
The research will percolate through the interdisciplinary field and the traditional disciplines.
Conferences will help this along. Meetings with policymakers, government officials, and charitable
practitioners will help translate results and disseminate them to appropriate practice communities.
Good networks will be used in all these efforts. Data will be openly available.

Vraag b

b Please comment on the effectiveness
and feasibility of the proposed
approach for realising KU
(implementation).

Commentaar
Very good, as commented above.

Vraag c

c Only answer this question in case the
applicant argued that KU is not to be
expected given the nature of the
research proposal: Does the applicant
convincingly explain why KU is not
applicable for his/her research project
(see also the information under
criterion 3 listed above)?

Commentaar
Not relevant.

Final assessment

Vraag a

a How do you assess the entire
application? Please give your final
scoring (A+/A/B/UF/U).

Referentcommentaar 01, A+ Highest quality, significance and
recommendation for funding

Vraag b

b Could you please summarize (point by
point) the strengths and weaknesses
of the grant application focussing on
the candidate, proposal and knowledge
utilisation? Strengths: Weaknesses:

Commentaar
Strengths:
A strong, prolific, early career scholar will conduct much of the research.
Produces the Global Giving Survey, with high-quality data from 31 countries.
Thoroughly interdisciplinary.
Evaluates how methodology and sampling affect the many existing studies through mega-analysis.
A few cross-national behavioral experiments in philanthropy exist, but this will greatly enhance the
knowledge base and promote future innovative structures.



Use of in-survey experiments can greatly cut the costs of the research while providing a more
externally-valid sample of subjects.

Weaknesses.
Details on linkages between some of the “why should we care” arguments and the proposed
studies are thin, although this is not the case for many other motivational arguments.
It will be hard to calibrate and integrate some of the alternative theories (three-failures, social
origins, social integration, cultural evolutionism, biological and physical, and institution) with the
proposed data.
Panel data would be better, but this proposal asks for support for a single cross-section (although
they aspire towards future funding to make it a panel).
Thirty one countries is a huge improvement, but still small n for country-level determinants of
giving.

Data management

Toelichting In 2015, NWO started with a Data
Management Pilot. Researchers are
expected to answer four questions
about data management in the
research proposal (data management
section 2e) after a proposal has been
awarded funding the researcher should
elaborate this section into a data
management plan. The data
management section( 2e) is not an
assessment criterion for the research
proposal. However for all the data
management sections of these
proposals, you can make suggestions
and give advice that could be helpful
for the researcher in drawing up the
data management plan to be
submitted after funding was awarded.
See also
www.nwo.nl/datamanagement

Vraag .

. Data management: advice and/or
suggestions

Commentaar
None.



Referentenrapport van referent 5

Assessment of the quality of the researcher

Toelichting Criteria - the quality of the researcher:
- in terms of profile fit in the target
group; - in the top 10% of his/her
international peer group; - academic
excellence as demonstrated by
numerous publications of international
standing and/or other academic
achievements; - inspiring enthusiasm
for research and/or technology; -
persuasiveness; - demonstrably
capable of successfully developing own
new innovative line of research; - has
both a national and international
prominent position; - demonstrable
leadership and coaching skills. The Vici
scheme aims at outstanding
researchers only: the top 10% of
his/her international peer group.

Vraag a

a What is your opinion on the past
performance of the researcher (as
demonstrated by publications and
other relevant scientific
achievements)?

Commentaar
Rene Bekkers is to my opinion the most prominent researcher on giving in Europe today, and is on
par or more influential than the most prominent researchers on this topic worldwide. His research
and publications on various aspects and manifestations of giving are high quality, innovative and
creative. He is a prolific writer, educator and leader in the field of research on giving and
volunteering, and his work motivated many researchers in this area of study,. He has broad horizon
and an open minded approach that allows him to test and integrate variegated theoretical
approaches, methodologies and disciplines. He is considered an influential researcher in the
international community of researchers in his field, as seen by his prominence in several
international associations and networks such as ERNOP, ISTR and ARNOVA.

Vraag b

b Does the applicant belong to the top
10% of his/her international peer
group? Which scientific achievements
or talents of the applicant show that
he/she belongs to this top?

Commentaar
As said above, Rene Bekkers is to my opinion the most prominent researcher on giving in Europe
today, and is on par or more influential than the most prominent researchers on this topic
worldwide. This is particularly evident from the important work he has done in coalescing and
reviewing the extant literature on giving with his former phd student Pamala Wiepking, his role in
stablishing ERNOP and his leadership in the Center for Global Generosity and The International
Comparative Research on Philanthropy



Vraag c

c To what extent is there sufficient
evidence that the applicant has the
ability to lead and supervise a research
group and support staff and to coach
young researchers?

Commentaar
His leadership role in the above international projects, which are international in scope, large scale
and complex research undertakings, and have to date yielded important outcomes and publications
are ample evidence that he can certainly lead a large scale study as proposed here. Furthermore,
several of the most prominent and prolific researchers on philanthropy in Europe and worldwide
were mentored by him in the research education.

Assessment of the quality, innovative character and academic impact of the
proposed research

Toelichting Criteria - the quality, innovative
character and academic impact of the
proposed research - challenging
content; - originality of the research
question; - innovative scientific
elements; - aimed at building up a
new line of research; - potential to
make important contributions to
science; - effectiveness of proposed
methodology; - international
importance of the proposed research
area.

Vraag a

a Please comment on the relevance of
the problem and on the originality and
challenging content of the proposal.

Commentaar
Individual and household giving play an important role in the funding of the nonprofit sector and
civil society organizations. Moreover, Individual and household giving are an important expression
of community spirit, social engagement, and civic virtue. Yet, the collection of cross-national data
on giving is grossly insufficient. Research on giving has seen to date few and limited international
project, and this is limiting our ability to understand cultural and institutional factor affecting giving
and how they interact with individual factors. The scope of research and near global coverage
offered by the proposed study is an important and much needed step to remedy this lacuna.
The proposal is offering an exciting mix of theoretical integration, overcoming methodological
nationalism, and developing an extensive global dataset that can allow for multiple comparisons,
theoretical analyses, and useful practical insights.

Vraag b

b What are the innovative aspects of the
proposal? Will the research break new
ground by generating new concepts, a
deeper understanding, new methods,
etc.?

Commentaar



There are a few major innovations that I find very exciting and promising:
1. the integration of theories from different disciplines, and the collection of data commensurate
with analyses that can allow us to juxtapose these theories one against the other
2. the development and application of a research instrument that allows for international
comparisons
3. large number of countries and diverse institutional and cultural contexts
4. multilevel statistical analyses
5. the integration of experimental approach in the survey methodology

Vraag c

c What is your opinion on its potential to
make a major contribution to the
advancement of scholarship, science or
technology (academic impact)?

Commentaar
I see the proposed project as potentially the most influential project on the theme, much like the
Hopkins Project has affected the research on the nonprofit sector in the 1990s. Research on giving
has reached a stage where much is known at the micro and meso levels, but existing data isn';t
conducive to answering the larger questions and developing a robust theoretical conceptualization
to explain the multifarious effects on this important behavior.
The structure of the project is conducive to inducing many smaller research projects in participating
countries, promoting research instrument development, training scholars and generating local and
regional networks that can engage in research on this topic.

Vraag d

d To what extent is the proposed method
effective? Please comment.

Commentaar
The research method is certainly appropriate for the proposed goals of the study.
The size of samples suggested is suitable for national surveys in most of the countries proposed.
The process of integrating existing questionnaires with Mega Analysis is an interesting and
promising way to develop a research instrument that is both internationally transferrable and
scientifically reliable.
The collection of institutional, cultural, attitudinal and behavioral variables and their inclusion in
multilevel analytic models is congruent with the theoretical framework and conceptual aims of the
project.

Three points I'd suggest:
- exercise caution when applying dutch survey instruments to international context
- note the big differences between rural and urban populations in developing nations, and
structuring sample accordingly.
- reconsider including African nations - giving in Africa has unique characteristics that can add
much to the understanding of cultural and institutional logics, and recent developments in the
research infrastructure on philanthropy (e.g. new chair at Wits) can make this inclusion more
feasible.



Assessment of the knowledge utilisation

Toelichting Criteria - knowledge utilisation (KU)
Potential - contribution to society
and/or other academic areas; -
disciplines and organisations that
might benefit from the results.
Implementation - action plan to allow
the outcomes of the research project
to benefit the potential knowledge
users; - if and how the potential
knowledge users will be involved; -
(concrete) outcomes for society and/or
other academic disciplines; - the
period over which knowledge
utilisation is expected to occur. The
selection committee assesses: -
whether the applicant has given a
realistic description of the potential for
knowledge utilisation - and to what
extent the applicant has presented a
concrete and convincing plan for the
implementation of the available
potential. - If a researcher is of the
opinion that the proposed research is
not appropriate for KU then he/she
should explain why he/she thinks that
KU is not applicable. The selection
committee will assess the arguments
given for this.

Vraag a

a What is your opinion on the described
potential for knowledge utlisation ?

Commentaar
The data policy, integrative nature and participatory style of the project seem to be very conducive
to KU, both across nations, across disciplines and across the academia-practitioner divide.
Openly accessible database can stimulate further research and consideration of additional
theoretical considerations beyond those suggested by the original proposal.
The dissemination program, conference and workshops proposed are conducive to networking and
establishing collaboration within and beyond the immediate scope and timeline of the project.
the PI's links with both scholarly and practitioner communities and networks promise increased
access of practitioners and application of findings to the practical promotion of giving, improving
solicitation strategies and techniques, and communicating the importance of institutions and
policies for the promotion of giving.

Vraag b

b Please comment on the effectiveness
and feasibility of the proposed
approach for realising KU
(implementation).

Commentaar
Collection of data that pertains to multiple academic disciplines (psychology, economics, political
science, etc.) will lead to more interdisciplinary debates and to increasing the research on giving in
disciplines where it is underdeveloped.
The participatory format of the project and the experimentation with experimental designs within



survey methods is likely to contribute to the promotion of more frequent and effective utilization of
such methods in the field of giving.

Vraag c

c Only answer this question in case the
applicant argued that KU is not to be
expected given the nature of the
research proposal: Does the applicant
convincingly explain why KU is not
applicable for his/her research project
(see also the information under
criterion 3 listed above)?

Commentaar
N/A

Final assessment

Vraag a

a How do you assess the entire
application? Please give your final
scoring (A+/A/B/UF/U).

Referentcommentaar 01, A+ Highest quality, significance and
recommendation for funding

Vraag b

b Could you please summarize (point by
point) the strengths and weaknesses
of the grant application focussing on
the candidate, proposal and knowledge
utilisation? Strengths: Weaknesses:

Commentaar
Strengths:
large scale international comparison
interdisciplinary nature
strong theoretical foundation
innovative integration of experiments in survey research
top-down and bottom-up instrument development
participatory nature

Weaknesses:
exclusion of Africa
small core research team
risk of imposing western concepts on non western contexts



Data management

Toelichting In 2015, NWO started with a Data
Management Pilot. Researchers are
expected to answer four questions
about data management in the
research proposal (data management
section 2e) after a proposal has been
awarded funding the researcher should
elaborate this section into a data
management plan. The data
management section( 2e) is not an
assessment criterion for the research
proposal. However for all the data
management sections of these
proposals, you can make suggestions
and give advice that could be helpful
for the researcher in drawing up the
data management plan to be
submitted after funding was awarded.
See also
www.nwo.nl/datamanagement

Vraag .

. Data management: advice and/or
suggestions

Commentaar
I strongly endorse the use of the Open Science Framework to make data openly available
use of platforms for data visualization can increase accessibility and KU, e.g.
http://www.gapminder.org/

Overall
Overall weerwoord

Maximum aantal woorden voor de toelichting over
alle referentenrapporten

2000

Afzien van weerwoord false


