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 Excellent Satisfactory Poor 

Knowledge  
Knowledge of problems involved, e.g. historical and social context, specialist litera-
ture on the topic. Evidence of capacity to gather information through a wide and 
appropriate range of reading, and to digest and process knowledge. 

  x   

Analysis & Interpretation  
Demonstrates a clear grasp of concepts. Application of appropriate methodology and 
understanding; willingness to apply an independent approach or interpretation rec-
ognition of alternative interpretations; Use of precise terminology and avoidance of 
ambiguity; avoidance of excessive generalisations or gross oversimplifications. 

 x    

Structure & Argument 
Demonstrates ability to structure work with clarity, relevance and coherence. Ability 
to argue a case; clear evidence of analysis and logical thought; recognition of an 
arguments limitation or alternative views; Ability to use other evidence to support 
arguments and structure appropriately. 

 x    

Presentation & Documentation  
Accurate and consistently presented footnotes and bibliographic references; accuracy 
of grammar and spelling; correct and clear presentation of charts/graphs/tables or 
other data. Appropriate and correct referencing throughout. Correct and contextually 
correct handling of quotations. 

x     
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MARKING GUIDELINES 
A (UCL mark 70+):  Note: marks of over 80 are given rarely and only 
for truly exceptional pieces of work. 
Distinctively sophisticated and focused analysis, critical use of 
sources and insightful interpretation. Comprehensive understanding 
of techniques applicable to the chosen field of research, showing an 
ability to engage in sustained independent research. 
A = výborně = 1 
B/C (UCL mark 60-69):   
A high level of analysis, critical use of sources and insightful interpre-
tation. Good understanding of techniques applicable to the chosen 
field of research, showing an ability to engage in sustained inde-
pendent research. 65 or over equates to a B grade. 
B/C = velmi dobře = 2 

D/E (UCL mark 50-59): 
Demonstration of a critical use of sources and ability to engage in 
systematic inquiry. An ability to engage in sustained research work, 
demonstrating methodological awareness. 55 or over equates to a D 
grade. 
D/E = dobře = 3 
 
F (UCL mark less than 50): 
Demonstrates failure to use sources and an inadequate ability to 
engage in systematic inquiry. Inadequate evidence of ability to en-
gage in sustained research work and poor understanding of appro-
priate research techniques. 
F = neprospěl = 4
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Constructive comments, explaining strengths and weaknesses (at least 300 words): 
The thesis provides an analysis of the Hungarian natural gas market by focusing on its development in the context of 
Hungary’s EU membership and relations with Russia. The two competing natural gas pipeline projects – Nabucco and 
South Stream – are used as case studies to test a hypothesis that in strategic sectors an EU member state gives a prior-
ity to bilateral relations with its strategic partner over multilaterally defined interest.     

Basic theoretical assumptions relevant for the analysis and the hypothesis are based on solid basis of secondary 
sources. However, a comprehensive literature review on the topic is missing and the theoretical framework could have 
been more elaborated. Although the author identifies theoretical ground of her analysis, the components of the ap-
proach are rather sketched out and there is no discussion on limits of the chosen theoretical (and methodological) 
concept.  

The methodology used is clearly explained and appropriate given the aim of the thesis. Application of the chosen 
methods leads to find answers to the questions the author asked. Identification and categorization of key words nec-
essary for discourse analysis applied in two parts of the empirical research is done very precisely and the detailed table 
attached is useful and illustrative.  

The thesis is very well written in terms of style, the structure of the thesis is logical. The core of the thesis lies in em-
pirical analysis, both secondary and primary. The primary analysis aimed to prove or disprove the above mentioned 
hypothesis could have received more scope in comparison to the secondary analysis characterizing environment of the 
Hungarian gas market.         

To sum up, with the reservations mentioned above, the thesis represents quality analytical study. The main contribu-
tion is the primary research of the Hungarian standpoints on the two pipelines projects as it adds empirical evidence 
to the current discussion not only about the projects but about the EU’s energy policy as well.  The author shows en-
gagement with the topic and ability to conduct an independent research.      

Specific questions you would like addressing at the oral defence (at least 3 questions): 

To which extent are your conclusions applicable to other EU member states in similar position with re-
spect to the two competing projects?  

Discuss the limits of your theoretical and methodological approach.  

Do you see any implications of the two projects for Hungary’s relations with third countries? (e.g. EU’s 
strengthened engagement with potential suppliers to Nabucco pipeline)   
 

 


