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1. OBSAH A CIL PRACE (struéna informace o praci, formulace cile):
This BA dissertation deals with the perceived existence of a “bomber gap” on American diplomacy and
strategy in the year 1956 during Dwight D. Eisenhower’s first presidential term.

2. VECNE ZPRACOVANI (narognost, tviréi pfistup, argumentace, logicka struktura, teoretické a
metodologické ukotveni, prace s prameny a literaturou, vhodnost pfiloh apod.):

The topic is challenging and the student’s argumentation is logical and sound. Indeed, the student has

worked well with sources.

3. FORMALNI A JAZYKOVE ZPRACOVANI (jazykovy projev, spravnost citace a odkazii na literaturu,
graficka uprava, formalni naleZitosti prace apod.):
I found no major problems with the formal aspects of the treatise.

4. KONTROLA ORIGINALITY TEXTU

Prohlasuji, Ze jsem se seznamil/a s vysledkem kontroly originality textu zavéreéné prace v systému:
[ ]Theses [ ]Turnitin [xxx ] Ouriginal (Urkund)
Komentai k vysledku kontroly:

The work seems acceptable insofar as originality is concerned.

5. STRUCNY KOMENTAR HODNOTITELE (celkovy dojem z bakalaiské prace, silné a slabé stranky,
originalita mySlenek, naplnéni cile apod.):

Martin Krebs has elected to write his BA dissertation on the perceived “bomber gap” on the diplomacy

and strategy in the crisis year 1956 during the first presidential term of General Dwight D. Eisenhower.

The work consists of an Introduction, two main chapters, and a Conclusion. Both the referencing and the

bibliography indicate that Martin has conducted serious research on the topic at hand. I shall offer my

comments in the ensuing paragraphs.

In the Introduction, the student briefly recapitulates the origins of the Cold War and the significance of
the Cold War’s early years. Insofar as 1956 is concerned, two major conflicts occurred, namely the Suez
Crisis and the Soviet invasion of Hungary. The student’s hypothesis is as follows: The information and
sources available to President Eisenhower concerning the alleged “bomber gap” during the Suez and
Hungarian crises led to gradual changes in American policy, but did not have an impact on American
reactions to the crises. The literature on the subject is critiqued and the content of the two main chapters
is aptly summarized. The study is described as a diplomatic history. In my view, the Introduction informs
the reader of what to expect in the body of the dissertation.

Chapter 1 bears the simple title “Wider Contexts.” Here, the student discusses the strategy and diplomacy
of both the United States and the Soviet Union between 1953 and 1956. The roles of Eisenhower and
Khrushchev are discussed, as are those of other officials. Moreover, the international context is
emphasized in relation to the technical specifics of various programs. This chapter provides information
on both the American and Soviet sides in a balanced and informed manner,

Chapter 2 represents the core portion of the dissertation. The student begins with a definition of the
“bomber gap.” He explains when in 1954 this misconception emerged. The role of aerial reconnaissance
over the Soviet Union is scrutinized as are the political considerations associated with the approval of new



American military strategy. Other factors include the role played by intelligence agencies (Central
Intelligence Agency and Joint Intelligence Committee), as well as the roles of political economics and the
military-industrial complex. Subsequently, the influence of the Hungarian events of 1956 and Suez are
mentioned as are the threats coming from both the American and Soviet sides as opposed to the real
actions undertaken by each.

In the Conclusion, the student summarizes his main findings and states that the main reasons for
American policy during the Suez and Hungarian events were mostly the result of a change in US policy,
which newly accepted Soviet positions in East-Central Europe while focusing on the containment of the
spread of Communism in the Third World.

This work meets the requirements for a BA dissertation. However, the quality is very good, not superb.
Therefore, I recommend a classification of B or C based on the quality of the oral defense.

6. OTAZKY A PRIPOMINKY DOPORUCENE K BLIZSIMU VYSVETLENI PRI OBHAJOBE (jedna az tii):
1. Are there any other factors that deserve consideration?

7. DOPORUCENI / NEDOPORUCENI K OBHAJOBE A NAVRHOVANA ZNAMKA
(A-F): B or C contingent on the quality of the oral defense.

Datum: 15 January 2023 Podpis:

Pozn.: Hodnoceni piste k jednotlivym bodtim, pokud nepiSete v textovém editoru, pouzijte pii nedostatku mista zadni stranu
nebo pfilozeny list. V hodnoceni prace se pokuste oddélit ty jeji nedostatky, které jsou, podle vaseho minéni, obhajobou
neodstranitelné (napf. chybi kritické zhodnoceni prament a literatury), od téch véci, které student mize dobrou obhajobou
napravit; pomér téchto dvou polozek berte prosim v tvahu pfi stanoveni konecné znamky.



