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Evaluation 

Major criteria: 

a) Research question, thesis / hypothesis 

The research questions are relevant and valid. The author examines the correlation 
between involuntary immigration and negative security aspects – criminality, 
terrorism and interstate political tensions. What is slightly missing is some kind of 
meta-question that would give the research a purpose and connect the three given 
questions. Nevertheless, the choice of topics, scope of the research and the level of 
analysis is suitable and meaningful. 

b) Theoretical / conceptual framework 

The author proved sufficient knowledge of methodological approaches and proved 
the ability to apply them in a specific research. However, the research contains 
several flaws and blind spots, which deserve to be cleared. First, author willingly 
omits the distinction between voluntary and involuntary migration, which is one of 
the cornerstones of the ongoing debate about migration. The choice (and definition) 
of involuntary immigration is not sufficiently justified. Second, the author does not 
distinguish qualitatively the types of migration – from Middle East, Africa, Belarus, 
Ukraine etc. The sole numbers of migrants might be misleading. The research would 
be far more valid if also the qualitative criteria would be applied before conducting 
the quantitative analysis. Third, more precise work with the time frame would be 
appreciated. The criminal rating and possible terrorist attacks may occur with a 
serious delay. The immigrants often resort to criminal activities / terrorism after the 
failure of their socialisation. This might also happen in the second generation – see 
for example the works of Malečková and Krueger. Fourth, I am missing the 
discussion of intrastate tensions, which could be in this case more severe than 
interstate disagreements. The immigration had a serious impact on domestic policies 
and public discourses in the EU member states, which has highly influenced the 
interstate debate (as the author herself proved in the discussion part). On the other 
hand, the research matrix is clear and provides reliable information about the 
process of the research conduct.  

c) Analysis and Argument 

Author proved her ability to work with larger sums of data. The work also relatively 
convincingly applies the chosen methodological framework on the given data set. 
Author guides us reasonably through the process of the research, minds several 
possible caveats and provides an interpretation in the end. I can nevertheless see 
several problematic aspects. First, quantitative analysis (ordinary least squares 
linear regression analysis) seems to be too complicated, concerning that the author 
conducted relatively simple correlation between two data sets (number of migrants  



 

vs criminal rating / number of terrorist acts). The equation taken from Troeger is not 
illuminated enough. The author shall focus on explaining the value added of applying 
the given formula. Second, there is a serious threat of false correlation. When the 
author reaches a relatively unexpected results (like that more immigrants have 
actually improved the criminal rates), I recommend analysing the argument and 
exclude possible misleads and false correlations.  

 

Minor criteria: 

a) Sources 

Author is using sufficient amount of relevant sources. I appreciate the usage of 
respected and reliable data sets – Maryland Terrorism Database and Eurostat.  

b)  Writing style 

Author writes knowledgeably with proper English, easy to understand and using 
proper language and vocabulary.  

c)   Formal Criteria 

 The thesis is sufficiently long, having all the necessary parts with correct citations, 
however I find using print screens in this case unjustified.  

Overall evaluation: 

The author set an ambitious goal and mostly succeed. Solid methodological 
framework was created and author proved her ability to work with a larger data set 
and to combine quantitative and qualitative analysis. I appreciate the logical 
sequence of chapters that guide the reader through the research. However, I see 
several problems outlined above. The main issue is from my point of view the 
indiscriminate usage of quantitative methods, which omits important aspects and 
may seem unconvincing. 
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