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Evaluation 

Major criteria:  

The presented master thesis deals with the issue of DDR programs and the 
social, economic and political re-incorporation of ex-combatants of the 
Colombian guerrilla group FARC. It states to view such a problematic from 
feminist and gender relevant perspective and to use feminist ethnography as 
a crucial methodological tool. Firstly, I would like to pinpoint that the thesis is 
quite accomplished because of the author´s effort to conduct interviews in 
Colombia as a part of her field research and moreover, this thesis holds an 
enormous normative potential.  

Author successfully manages to clearly define a research question, that being: 
“How does the DDR/social, economic, and political reincorporation being 
implemented in Colombia works for women ex-combatants?”, and to define the 
main purpose of the research. The research aspiration does not suffer from 
the lack of clarity or relevancy at all. On the contrary, both of these criteria are 
met and successfully fulfilled.  

Although the theoretical part is well structured and researched, I do find one 
specific problem. Author´s inquiry obviously rests on a great corpus of 
relevant literature, she does provide a reader with the crucial and relevant 
theoretical concepts such as gender- responsive DDR programmes, inclusive 
negotiations and gender mainstreaming and she does implement an overview 
of the relevant literature debate on feminist perspective on women in combat 
and war. Anyhow, I do believe that the theoretical part does suffer from one 
shortcoming. Although I do understand that the thesis is mainly directed 
towards the practical research and it does not aspire to any theoretical 
contribution to the field nor it has any other theoretical aspirations, I would 
still suggest that it is crucial for a researcher to define main ontological and 
epistemological standpoints of her or his research. It is maybe even more 
relevant in feminist work. There is no such thing as one feminist perspective. 
There are several feminist approaches which one can take, and they differ 
greatly in the way how they perceive the world. They also differ in the 
questions they investigate, and in the ontological assumptions. Moreover, 
some of the feminist approaches deal with epistemology, some do not. I would 
suppose that a thesis this evolved would be framed within such background, 
mainly since it helps the reader to understand the logic of the argumentation 
and analysis and also it helps the author to define her or his crucial 
standpoints relevant to the questions she or he posts. Several aspects of the 
thesis suggest that the research is rooted in a liberal feminist perspective  
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while others seem to be framed within the postmodern or poststructuralist 
feminism. I would consider this ambiguity as the main issue in the theoretical 
and conceptual part which possibly slightly prevents this thesis to be 
considered 100% theoretically sophisticated but I do not think that it posts 
major problem to the research. 

The practical part of this thesis is highly analytical, the argumentation is clear 
and logical, and it is well structed around the centre f interest of the thesis. 
Moreover, it does answer the main research question effectively. Although, 
the method of feminist ethnography is presented quite briefly and a reader 
could use a more articulated description of how the author worked with the 
interviews specifically, the research does not suffer from shallowness or 
superficiality. On the contrary, author shows a high analytical skills and 
ability to ask the right questions. One could argue that the sample of 6 
interviews is not sufficient or that it poses a serious problem to the validity of 
the research but as I understand it, author was limited by the current COVID-
19 situation and according to my opinion she balanced such an inconvenience 
quite elegantly and boosted the analysis with the secondary sources.  

Moreover, I have to appreciate the high level of self-reflexivity author 
demonstrates in her writing and also the high level of transparency which she 
shows when describing some of her difficulties she had with the research and 
analysis. Such a level of self-reflexivity and transparency does comply with 
the feminist research norms. It is crucial to keep in mind that the author 
conducted a field research and several in-depth interviews with a high sense 
of the feminist ethics and sensibility of the discussed topics.  

Minor criteria:  

The presented thesis is well crafted, the stylistic norm and formal 
requirements are mostly met. I do have just one small problem:  the structure 
of the thesis is not quite conventional and the theoretical and methodological 
parts sometimes uncomfortably melt together. I would suggest that it would 
be more beneficial to separate the theoretical and methodological part 
completely. Additionally, the list of references is nor alphabetically organised 
nor divided according to the literature format therefore, it is quite difficult to 
orient in it.  
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Overall evaluation: 

Although I do have few minor reservations, mainly directed towards the lack 
of feminist ontological and epistemological background of the research, I 
strongly recommend this thesis for defence. It is a strong contribution to the 
understanding of the role of gender in the DDR programmes and moreover, it 
has an enormous normative potential which I believe has not been stressed 
sufficiently enough in the thesis as such. It is clear to me that author dedicated 
a great amount of time and effort to the research and even managed to 
balance the inconvenience of the current COVID- 19 situation. Therefore, I 
believe this thesis to be a highly analytical and relevant work. 

Suggested grade:  

A 

Signature: 

Mgr. Anna Kotvalová 

 

  


