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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:   Péter Erdősi 

__________________________________________________________________________________ 

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  1 

1.2 Complexity of used sources from the perspective of the state of the art  1 

 

Short evaluation: 

The chosen primary sources belong to the same type (they are all travelogues) but this is 

exactly what makes them comparable; both their similarities and differences make the 

comparison viable for Martin Branda. The secondary literature represents the research area 

according to the necessities of this thesis. 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

 

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 

 1 

 

Short evaluation: 
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Martin Branda has specified his research goals clearly and they are in harmony with the tasks 

given to him. He has explained his methods and concepts carefully. I appreciate that the 

concept of “identity”, which is rather difficult to grasp in this type of sources, was replaced by 

the question of how “character” was constructed by them. 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

 

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   

 2 

 

Short evaluation: 

The structure and corresponds to the principles set up in the introduction. The conclusion 

should, however, revisit the hypothesis and confront it with the findings of the analytical work 

more explicitly, besides summarizing the comparison of the three authors.  

___________________________________________________________________________ 

   

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 

 

Short evaluation:  

Martin Branda has selected a manageable set of problems for his analysis. His work required 

both a careful reading of sources and a perceptive comparative technique. The presentation of 

his findings has made the analysis abundant in descriptive components (which is difficult to 

avoid indeed for any scholar), but proportionally less attention has been paid to an 

interpretation that goes beyond the level of the texts. While the analysis of the sources goes 

on, references to secondary literature become rare.  

___________________________________________________________________________ 
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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  1 

5.2 Use of terminology  1 

 

Short evaluation:  

Style and the grammar correspond to the academic requirements, the text is carefully written 

(with rare and minor flaws in grammar). Martin Branda defines and uses his terms clearly. 

________________ 

 

 

 

 

 

6. Synthetic evaluation (minimum 500 signs): 

 

Martin Branda’s work has fully met the requirements. He skilfully targeted his research topic 

and contextualized it with the relevant scholarly literature of his research area. This type of 

work required both a careful reading of the sources and a perceptive comparative technique 

and Martin has proved his versatility in both. The thesis convinces me of the depths of his 

attention in reading and his skills in managing his sources (collecting the data, presenting 

them to the reader and finally comparing them), but his interpretive techniques should be 

further refined. At the end of the text, the results of the analysis should be related more 

explicitly to the initial hypothesis: the conclusion should revisit the main arguments of the 

thesis, highlighting the benefits of the method used, explaining more acutely how the three 

travelogues relate to the pre-existent stereotypes, in what way they could possibly contribute 

to the characterization of Spain and Portugal, with a glimpse on the secondary literature of the 

research field. 

 

_______________________________________________________________________ 

 



                                

 

 

 

 

 

 

Ústav světových dějin FFUK 

 
nám. Jana Palacha 2, 116 38 Praha 1 
IČ: 00216208 
DIČ: CZ00216208 

 
Tel.: (+420) 221 619 203 
Fax: (+420) 221 619 385 
 

 
usd@ff.cuni.cz 
http://usd.ff.cuni.cz 
 

   
 

 

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

defence: 

Please summarize the main results of the thesis confronting them with the hypothesis, and 

explain what novelties it has offered in comparison with the secondary literature of your 

research field, thus making the conclusion of the work more complete.  

 

___________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Suggested grade: 2 (4 according to the Hungarian grading system) 
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