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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: 
First of all, we Czechs should pay tribute to David Fairchild who, coming from a historically 
“distanced” country, could master such a treat like a piece of the less known history of Schneider- 
Creusot in Central Europe, crucial for the understanding of the circumstances guiding the 
Czechoslovak independence. The author built on an extensive list of literature, which he carefully 
cited. His study is implicitly also an analysis of the geopolitical decision-making about the building 
of a new state. His study sheds new light on the rise of Czechoslovakia, which the Czech historical 
narratives (and national ideology) rather by-pass.   
 
2) Contribution:  
The political and economic implications of the analyses in the thesis are logical, far-reaching and 
fundamental for the understanding of the Czech success in development in 1919-29. Plus explain 
also why Czechoslovakia was so harshly attacked by Nazi Germany. Many of the facts and 
implications in the thesis are largely unknown to the Czech general public. I see their only 
weakness in too many repetitions (certainly with good intentions of the author).  
 
3) Methods: 
The methodology used throughout the thesis treats the history by extensive fact-finding in the 
world literature and, for drawing the implications, combines successfully the political science with 
economic history and geopolitics. 
 
4) Literature: 
The literature is exceptionally extensive and, with few missing titles (M. Kaser-E. Radice, D. Good 
or A. Solimano) it offers a full list of literature on the Czech interwar economic development. 
Perhaps the author could explain how he worked with titles written in Czech. 
 
5) Manuscript form:  
The thesis is free of typos or citation trespasses. Its text is highly readable and reader-friendly. 
Unfortunately, too many repetitions of the argument /implications/ prevent me from granting 20 
points in this section. 
 
Minor comments: 
P. 1 on the Czech Lands producing 70% of the industrial output of Austro-Hungarian Empire: The 
statistics of Good D. F.: Economic Growth in Europe’s Third World: Central and Eastern Europe 
1879-1989., 1996 or Maddison A.: The World in the 20th Century. OECD, Paris, 1989 or Kaser M., 
Radice E.: The Economic History of Eastern Europe, 1919-1975. Clarendon Press, Oxford, 1985 - do 
not support this view. Maybe … the correct information could be that close to 70% of heavy 
industry of Austro-Hungary (or maybe of Cisleithania) was located in the Czech Lands. 
P. 7, lines 7-8: The relationship between the outgoing FDI and GDP of France is conceived wrongly. 



P. 10: The claim that Hungary and Austria were “politically and economically autonomous” before 
1867 is not correct. 
P. 10: Footnote 4 on “Bohemian Lands” is nothing official. E.g. the Lands of the Czech Crown 
should be used instead. 
P. 11: Serbia was not a part of the Dual Monarchy, as the author claims that it was. 
P. 14 (top): I doubt that in CSR "Nearly 25% of the population worked in the metal or metallurgy 
industry". 
It is a pity that the name of Karel Loevenstein, the brain of the Skoda concern and the most 
successful Czech entrepreneur, is not mentioned in the thesis. The success of Škoda dues a lot to 
him. Plus to the alignment of Loevenstein (and Schneider) with Karel Engliš, the finance minister 
and the central bank governor. 
P. 31: Explain your hypotheses about why Skoda and Trinec companies were not nationalized, 
forfeiting the assets held in foreign hands. 
 

Box for the thesis supervisor only.  

 

Suggested questions for the defence are:  

1) The author should clarify how his research was dependent on the excellent books of Alice 
Teichová and how and where he pushed the frontier of knowledge further on. 
2) Explain the overlap between the geopolitical and the economic motivations of the French 
strategic investment into the two analyzed Czech corporations. 
 

I recommend the thesis for final defence.  

 

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

CATEGORY POINTS 
Theoretical background   (max. 20 points) 19 
Contribution                     (max. 20 points) 20 
Methods                            (max. 20 points) 18 
Literature                          (max. 20 points) 18 
Manuscript form               (max. 20 points) 17 
TOTAL POINTS            (max. 100 points) 92 

The proposed grade (A-B-C-D-E-F)  A  
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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.  

 


