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Master´s Thesis Review 
 

Student´s name and surname: Martin Branda 

Title of the thesis: Image of Spain and Portugal in English written travelogues in 1750‘ 
 

Reviewer´s name and surname:  Markéta Křížová  
__________________________________________________________________________________ 

1. Heuristic (please, evaluate by grade 1, 2, 3, 4 – in case of grading  3 and 4 the reviewer is 

obliged to formulate critical points) 

1.1 Evaluation of the selection of literature and sources  2 

1.2 Complexity of used sources from the perspective of the state of the art  2 

 

The choice of the sources was rather limited, but this was done on purpose (and after 

consulting the supervisors), as the aim of the student was a thorough analysis of those he 

chose. The relatively “practical” approach and the reliance on hard facts extracted from the 
sources reflected in a relative undervaluation of theoretical literature. The author relied on 

secondary literature mostly as a source of factual information rather than for theories to be 

tested and argued with. 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

 

2. Research problem and its solution (please, evaluate by grade 1, 2, 3, 4 – in case of 

grading  3 and 4 the reviewer is obliged to formulate critical points) 

2.1  Choice of the formulation of the research issue respects the task given to 

the student 

 1 

2.2  The relevance of the goal  from the perspective of research area 

methodology 

 2 

 

The research question was explicitly formulated, albeit rather limited. Still, the analysis 

brought results that could be of use for other researchers interested in the same problem. 

___________________________________________________________________________ 
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3. Thesis´ structure evaluation (please, evaluate by grade 1, 2, 3, 4 – in case of grading  3 

and 4 the reviewer is obliged to formulate critical points) 

3.1 Is the structure of the thesis logical?  1 

3.2 Does the thesis’ structure work along the methodology and methods 

declared in the introduction   

 1 

 

The structure of the theis is logical and concise; the author resisted the tempting for pursuing 

diverging paths and partial problems.  The structure works along the methodology. 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

   

4. Quality of analysis and interpretation (please, evaluate by grade 1, 2, 3, 4 – in case of 

grading  3 and 4 the reviewer is obliged to formulate critical points) 

4.1 Analysis of sources and literature  2 

4.2 Interpretation of sources and literature in their interaction  2 

 

I appreciate the rigorous application of the comparative method. Sometimes, however, the 

author tends to let his sources “speak for themselves” and leaving the reader to draw the 
conclusions. The sources were adequately presented in the introduction, the secondary 

literature limited, but sufficient for the goal that the student set for himself. All the sources 

used are precisely quoted in passing and in the final bibliography. 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

 

5. Quality of the text (please, evaluate by grade 1, 2, 3, 4 – in case of grading  3 and 4 the 

reviewer is obliged to formulate critical points) 

 

5.1 Style and grammar  2 

5.2 Use of terminology  1 

 

The text is comprehensible, but it lacks the polish of the academic English. The terms are 

defined and used correctly. 
________ 
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6. Synthetic evaluation (minimum 500 signs): 

Even though the thesis lacks more explicit overlaps towards the general questions of historical 

study, the student did his best at summarizing the contents of the three texts and noting their 

similarities and differences. He also did a good job in identifying possible sources of 

information for these travelogues, as the authors relied on other published books as well as 

their personal impressions. Rather stimulating is the chapter dedicated to the comparison of 

itineraries, revealing the existence of well-trod paths for foreign visitors to the Iberian 

Peninsula as well as shared preferences for certain places and cities. Interesting is also the 

consideration of the view of centers vs. “provinces” or marginal areas visited by the three 
authors. Even though the results of the research are limited by the narrow approach, they 

prove the capacity of the author to realize independently a thorough historical analysis. 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

 

7. Questions and comments which should the candidate answer and discuss during the 

defence: 

1. In which direction could the research be expanded further (either by adding other sources, 

or by expanding the variables compared)? 

2. What can be deduced, from the image of Spain and Portugal reconstructed form the 

travelogues that were analysed in the thesis, with respect to the “image of England” in the 
minds of their authors and (possibly) readers? 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Suggested grade:  2 (velmi dobře in Czech, 4 in Hungarian scale)  
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