Review of ISF Research Grant Proposal, Dr. Ziv Bohrer
A Forgotten, Centuries-Long, History of International Criminal Tribunals:

A Road to Modernity Yet to be Explored

First, I will discuss the ISF Guidelines and suggestions regarding the format of the grant proposal. Second, I will explain some of the changes which I made while editing and proofreading.

According to the ISF guidelines on their website, grant proposals are assessed for: 

1. Originality and innovation; 

2. Project importance (significance) and implications and potential impact of the research;
3. Adequacy of methods, appropriate methodology to support the present hypothesis or to propose new ones;
4. Suitability of researchers' scientific background to the project. Ability to significantly contribute to the research;
5. Capability of existing infrastructure supporting the proposed research.
In other words, a grant proposal must answer the following questions specifically and directly:
• What is the need for this project? (points 1 and 2 above - originality, project importance, significance, and implications)

• How will this project answer that need? (point 3 above - methods)

• Why are these researcher(s) the right ones to carry out this project? (points 4 and 5 above - suitability)

The purpose of the grant proposal is to cover these points in a clear manner that is easy to follow. There is an initial stage of assessment, followed by a second stage. I have changed some of the wording in order to simplify it and make it easier for the reader/assessor to read. It is interesting and well-written. 

However, in general, the proposal at present is rather wordy and long. The proposal at present reads like a paper that is going to be published in a journal rather than a grant proposal for a project. The paper in its present format does not adhere to the requirements for a grant proposal. It is important to bear in mind that the audience here are assessors and the purpose of this work is to provide information in relation to the proposed project in order to receive funding. The document must suit the purpose and succeed in its aim.
A general change in format is needed so that the points are made clearly and directly.

The proposal should be shorter, more to the point.
Certain information should also be deleted as it is most likely too long for a grant proposal (I discuss the length requirement below). I suggest deleting some of the theories and other schools of thought since this is probably too much detail and description for the grant proposal. Understandably, some historical background needs to be kept in but this whole section could be abbreviated.
On the plus side, the points which need to be covered according to the ISF Guidelines are indeed dealt with in the work. The objectives of the research are explained and the description of the project shows that there is originality and innovation.  The proposed research aims to challenge the consensus by revealing that in every century since the late Middle Ages, international criminal tribunals existed. The research is innovative, running counter to a strongly entrenched, prevalent premise that such tribunals did not exist for a period of about 150 years. The aim is to contribute to various bodies of knowledge by uncovering such tribunals. The proposed research will not only attempt to uncover tribunals in the past, but also aspire to ascertain the reasons for the fact that they are not mentioned. The research will bring about a richer understanding of significant historical processes. The research will potentially aid in the exposure of unacknowledged biases that are prevalent in the current international law discourse. Moreover, the revelation by the research that international criminal law has been a longstanding social practice will serve as a response to opponents of international criminal law and those who claim that it is a recent and abnormal intrusion on state sovereignty. The proposed research will also go a step further and contribute to other avenues of research.
What is needed is somewhat more than re-organization. The proposal requires a change in format and style so that it provides the information that the ISF needs to assess the proposal. It should be clear and easy to follow. In order to do that, many sentences/paragraphs will need to be moved around or deleted and certain elements will need re-writing. The proposal needs to be formatted like a project proposal instead of the narrative that it is at the moment, even though the paper reads well. The information is there, it just needs to be structured differently to suit the purpose and audience.
With regard to the other points that are required –  the methodology section could be expanded and needs to be elaborated on. 
Suitability of the researcher and the collaborator is covered.
I suggest the following format, as written in the Guidelines:
The program should include the following sections: 

I. Scientific background – including a review of the research carried out on the proposed topic

II. Research objectives and expected significance 

III. Detailed description of the proposed research, including: 

Working hypothesis 

• Research design and methods; this section should also include reference to the approvals from authorities if required for conducting the research. Proposals submitted in the humanities should also note the level of mastery of languages essential for the research. 
• Preliminary results 

• The researcher’s resources for conducting the research: description of personnel and infrastructure – including accessibility and availability 

• In the research program, the ISF recommends addressing the expected results and pitfalls, and proposing alternative approaches and methods in case the proposed method/experiment does not work as expected.

IV. Time schedule – the different stages of the research should be specified in a table. A short explanation of the time schedule must be included in the Explanatory Notes section. In any case the explanation is mandatory.

I deleted the time schedule from the abstract page (where it was placed) because it appears again before the Appendix. Further details regarding the timeline could be provided and the guidelines specify “a table, with short explanatory notes.”

V. The required budget items should be specified and explained in as much detail as possible. If the proposal is approved, this specification will constitute the budget proposal and financial reporting will be according to the items it includes. 
This is missing from the proposal at present.

In any event, some of the current headings need to be changed because they don’t reflect the content of the section. For instance, the heading “A Methodological Interlude” does not include information about methodology.
Some technical matters:
I changed the font to size 11 (this is the smallest size permitted according to the Guidelines) and the spacing is now 1.5 lines, again as specified. 
The proposal cannot be longer than 15 pages. I do not know if this includes the Abstract and the Appendix so this must be checked before the proposal is submitted. The Guidelines say: Research program and Figures: Up to 15 pages (A4) for the Research program and figures combined.
Be sure to use margins of at least 2 cm. on each side (right, left, top and bottom).
There are page numbers at the top of the page and at the bottom at the moment, one of these needs to be removed.
Here are some small points about the language and words that I changed. 
“state rise” to the rise of the nation state

starkly-statist to statist 
stark-statism to statism or statist, according to the context
ICL to international criminal law

ICT to international criminal tribunals

inexistence to nonexistence/nonexistent, according to the context
There are a few other points noted in the Guidelines in the ISF website that may be important to be aware of and to know what aspects to stress when formatting the proposal.
The Guidelines state: Funding will be awarded for research conducted in Israel and, in coordination with the research authorities where the researchers are employed.
The proposal says: “Mainly, this will be carried out in two ways. First, by visiting and attaining materials from various archives. There are relevant materials in (i) the British National Archives; (ii) the Austrian State Archives; and (iii) Hauptstaatsachiv Stuttgart. In all likelihood, it will also be necessary to visit additional archives in Germany, Spain, Italy and Holland.”

The Guidelines state: Proposals should not be submitted if their primary objective is to conduct surveys or programs of a descriptive nature, publish findings, prepare databases, publish books or to edit or translate work.

The proposal says: “The expected result of the research is a series of academic papers.”
One final point: I have a friend who writes grant proposals professionally. It may be worthwhile considering a professional writer with experience in such matters. Most likely it is not a very large task for someone with many years’ experience writing grant proposals. The information on the whole is there, it needs to be formatted with the purpose of a successful grant proposal in mind.
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