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Major Evaluation Criteria (80 points) 

Contribution and argument (max 50) 
Quality of research and analysis, originality  42 

Research question (max 15) 
Definition of objectives, plausibility of hypotheses 12 

Theoretical framework (max 15) 
Methods relevant to the research question  12 

 
Minor Evaluation Criteria (20 points) 

Sources, literature (max 10) 
Quantity and quality of sources and references 

7 

Presentation (max 5) 
Language, style, cohesion 

4 

Manuscript form (max 5) 
Structure, logical coherence, layout, tables, figures 

2 

 
Plagiarism-check (Turnitin) match score: 10% 

For values above 15%, the reviewer must include an assessment of the thesis’ originality in their review. 
 
 

Total Score 

79/100 

Proposed grade 

C (71-80) 

 
 
Reviewer’s commentary 

Minimum 1,800 characters including spaces for passing grades 
Minimum 2,500 characters including spaces for failing grades 

The author has chosen a subject-relevant, very demanding and highly topical topic. She presents an 
informed view of a number of fundamental moments that (de)formed modern Ukrainian identity and 
subsequently the relations between Ukraine and Russia after the collapse of the USSR. 
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The work has a clear structure, it is based on a sufficient base of academic literature and other relevant 
sources. The theoretical and methodological anchoring of the study is, given the researched issue, 
appropriately chosen and the author undoubtedly tried to apply it. 

I have no doubt that the author is well acquainted with the subject of her research, but for a reader who is 
not well-versed in the issue, it would certainly be more comfortable if some concepts, events and historical 
figures were introduced in more detail or more broadly contextualized (e.g. Valuev Circular, etc).  

I find the conclusions reached by the author extremely interesting, very well argued and convincing within 
the scope of the work. On the other hand, one cannot help but see that there is still a lot at stake, and 
therefore I would resist their absolutization (which I do not claim the author wants).     
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