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Comments of the referee on the thesis highlights and shortcomings (following the 5 numbered 
aspects of your assessment indicated below).

My general impression after the reading of the final version of M. Bari’s thesis was that while the overall  
idea  and  the  overall  plan  mapped  in  the  structure/table  of  contents  were  promising  and  potentially  
innovative, the execution of the plan leaves somewhat to be desired. Therefore to the extent my assessment is 
positive, it is due to the attractiveness of the overall design of this research project (aimed at establishing  
compatibility of Islam and democracy) and many valuable insights it brings (some of them backed with 
convincing arguments), while the fact that my final judgment is: ‘a weak B, rather than a strong B’ is largely 
due to the superficiality of the treatment of some of the elements of the thesis and due to the shortcomings  
pointed out below.

1) Theoretical background: Since the thesis is devoted to the question of the compatibility of Islam and 
democracy,  a  number  of  important  theoretical  questions  are  necessarily involved (such  as  what  are  the  
essential attributes of democracy and how to identify the authoritative interpretations of Islam’s vision of the 
proper political order). While M. Bari is aware of the importance of these central theoretical concepts and 
foundational theoretical questions (as evidenced in Chapter 5 where he raises definitional questions about  
democracy and discusses the central Muslim principles of  Ijtihad, Ijma and  Wasatiyyah), the treatment of 
these matters is excessively concise. This is not a minor weakness due to the fact that majority of the Islamic  
scholars  arguing  for  the  compatibility  of  Islam and  democracy tend  to  stake  their  argument  on  subtle  
distinctions  regarding  what  democracy  may  mean  (given  that  they  typically  reject  liberal version  of 
democracy). In other words, the theoretical background of thesis should have occupied more central stage 
than it does.

2) Contribution: 
This aspect has been somewhat disappoiting, since in the process of supervision of the work of M. Bari I  
entertained higher hopes regarding the possibility of an original contribution that might have resulted from 
the  realisation  of  his  very  promising  original  plan:  attending  to  both  the  challenges  and  prospects  of  
democratisation inherent not only in the religious and philosophical sources of the Islamic tradition, but also 
in the current political and social developments in the Muslim world, not least in M. Bari’s homeland – 
Pakistan. I still believe that M. Bari’s overall idea of approaching the question of the compatibility of Islam 
and democracy has been interesting and has a potential for further exploration. For this he clearly deserves a 
credit (which largely justifies this rather high grade I recommend to award for this thesis). However, the 
actualisation of the fuller potential of this research project required more time and energy, and arguably more 
writing space, than proved to be possible to devote by our otherwise busy author.

3) Methods:
The author is aware that the work he curved out for himself requires a combination of (a) methodology  
typical of political philosophy (involving conceptual analysis, attention to the coherence of the defended 
philosophical position and to the cogency of the argument brought about to bear on the matter) and (b) the 
methods of qualitative analysis typical of political science, essential in this context, due to the fact that the 
second of the two working hypotheses that M. Bari is defending is that globally majority of Muslims desire 
democratic system of government. As in the other aspects of this assessment, the glass appears to be half-full  
and half-empty, since arguably these methods could be put to a more rigorous use and in a more expansive  
way.

4) Literature: The Bibliography does include some of the key recent publications in the field. The literature 
of the subject  has proliferated exponentially over the last few years,  so more important  works could be 



included. More importantly, the Literature Review is excessively brief and does say little about the current  
state of the scholarly debate regarding the compatibility of Islam and democracy.

5) Manuscript form: 
While containing all the essential ingredients of a good Master’s thesis, the Manuscript shows the signs of 
rush in editing the final version of the thesis, with unavoidable typos (starting with the abstract: Taqleed 
(Bling following)), inconsistencies in the referencing style, etc.

M. Bari’s work on his Master’s thesis was a long process and was interrupted by the change of the topic of 
his thesis (although there was some connection between the first topic – the political dimension of the 
Islamic law – and the second/current one). The basic outline of the work has crystallised a year ago and  
since M. Bari has been making steady progress in exploring what is a very broad and challenging topic.  
While the intensity of the communication between the author and the supervisor varied a lot over the  
course of last 12 months, I judged the final structure of the work that emerged some 3 months ago as  
satisfactory. Since then M. Bari worked on executing his plan without much interference from my side.

Sugested questions for the defence are: 
(1) Related to your first working hypothesis: In the scholarly literature on the contemporary Islamic 

political theory a number of  different  views regarding what „Islamic democracy“ might mean is 
defended (for example, both Islamists and Modernists argue that „Islamic democracy“ is possible or 
even that Islam is inherently democratic). How do your reconcile these different approaches to your 
research question, given that the theoretical framework adopted by the defenders of these different  
positions (e.g., Islimsts vs. Modernists) is significantly different?

(2) Related to your second working hypothesis: You claim that  “globally majority of Muslims desire 
democratic system of government“. How would you go about establishing what various groups of 
people who may express support for some version of the majority-rule style of government mean by 
„democracy“ they supposedly desire? (Please, bear in mind that, for example, the proponents of the 
„Hindutva“ political  movement  led  by the  current  PM of  India  would  insist  that  their  political  
platform is  entirely  democratic,  while  many  political  theorists  would  argue  that  such  political  
platforms as the Hindutva one or the ones associated with the names of such leaders as Putin or 
Orban may be described as „illiberally democratic“ at best).

I recommend the thesis for final defence. I recommend the following grade: “B”.

SUMMARY OF POINTS AWARDED (for details, see below): 
CATEGORY POINTS
Theoretical background   (max. 20 points) 16
Contribution                     (max. 20 points) 15
Methods                            (max. 20 points) 16
Literature                          (max. 20 points) 18
Manuscript form               (max. 20 points) 16
TOTAL POINTS            (max. 100 points) 81

The proposed grade (A-B-C-D-E-F) B

DATE OF EVALUATION: 17.1.2019  
___________________________

Referee Signature


	CATEGORY
	Methods (max. 20 points)

	TOTAL POINTS (max. 100 points)
	The proposed grade (A-B-C-D-E-F)

