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Comments of the referee on the thesis highlights and shortcomings (following the five 

numbered aspects of your assessment indicated below). 

 

1) Theoretical background:  
The thesis was guided by Amartya Sen’s capability approach and Raul Prebisch’s dependency theory as the 
theoretical fundamentals. These theories are at the general level highly relevant to this thesis topic. The way 
the author uses capability approach is somehow problematic – it focuses on the parts of Sen’s work that are 
probably less relevant to the topic. I miss a good discussion of the African farmers’ situation using the 
conversion factor, functioning, capability and agency terms. It seems to me that the author has only limited 
insight into this part of Sen’s work.  

 

2) Contribution:  
The key value and contribution of the author is in the extensive field research and collection of high quality 
primary data. It should be stressed that this, given to the topic of the thesis, was connected to challenging 
logistical situation. The scope of interviews is unusually large, on the very edge of possible for single 
researcher. The data are well and transparently described and used in appropriate way to discuss the 
hypotheses. This is a distinct value added of the thesis. From another point of view is this key strength of the 
thesis a weakness in the same time. As the author was initially “dreaming big” and consumed a lot of time in 
the field work, some other parts (use of theories, development of policy implications) remained less 
developed in the contrast to the quality of the field work. 

 

3) Methods: 
In the second chapter the author clearly states her three working hypotheses. In order to test and verify the 
hypotheses the author was able to collect large amount of empirical material in uneasy logistical 
circumstances. I acknowledge very detail description of the methods and process of data collection. The 
author uses CBA in a relatively simple way as a main analytical tool. This is mostly adequate to this level of 
the study. The two hypotheses seem to be well backed by the research and I welcome the openness of the 
author in the case of the third hypothesis, which the research was not able to confirm nor disconfirm.  

 

4) Literature: 
The thesis demonstrates good understanding and command of recent literature across broad spectrum of 
disciplines, starting from economic and development theory, to traditional Chinese medicine and biology of 
the equines. The author quotes relevant literature in a proper way and works with a representative 
bibliography. 

 

5) Manuscript form:  
The thesis is clear and well structured. The author uses appropriate language and style, including the 
academic format for quotations. The layout is simple, but mostly suitable. More difficult is orientation in the 
part describing the questionnaires and interview scripts where a better use of headings could improve the 
reader’s comfort. Most of the manuscript was written in the last few weeks, which prevented the author from 
better fine tuning of the text. The manuscript could be more concise and some parts would probably work 
better in an annex. I welcome very transparent description of research process, including acknowledging 
possible author’s normative biases.  

 

Box for the thesis supervisor only.  
The Author was consulting with me continuously during the whole process. She actually needed mostly just 
some moral support, hints to management of the research and assurance that she is on the right track and 
she mostly worked independently. My main contribution was suggestion of Capability approach as one of the 
key theories. The author conducted unusually intensive field research, on the other hand, most of the 



manuscript was written in the last few weeks, which disabled some better polishing of the text. The whole 
work was done with a passion and I feel privileged to be able to observe how it was done . 

 

Suggested questions for the defence are:  
„Could you describe the typical situation of farmers with regard to their donkeys using the  Amartya Sen’s 
concepts of inputs, conversion factors, functionings and capability?“ 

 

I recommend the thesis for final defence.  

 

SUMMARY OF POINTS AWARDED (for details, see below):  

CATEGORY POINTS 
Theoretical background   (max. 20 points) 15 
Contribution                     (max. 20 points) 18 
Methods                            (max. 20 points) 16 
Literature                          (max. 20 points) 16 
Manuscript form               (max. 20 points) 16 
TOTAL POINTS            (max. 100 points) 81 

The proposed grade (A-B-C-D-E-F) B  
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Referee Signature 
Overall grading scheme at FSV UK: 

TOTAL POINTS GRADE Quality standard 

91 – 100 A = outstanding (high honour) 

81 – 90 B = superior (honour) 

71 – 80 C = good 

61 – 70 D = satisfactory  

51 – 60 E = low pass at a margin of failure 

0 – 50 F = failing. The thesis is not recommended for defence.  
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