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Criteria	 Definition	 Maximum	 Points	
Major	Criteria	 	 	 	
	 Research	question,	

definition	of	objectives	
10	 8	

	 Theoretical/conceptua
l	framework	

30	 25	

	 Methodology,	analysis,	
argument	

40	 36	

Total	 	 80	 69	
Minor	Criteria	 	 	 	
	 Sources	 10	 10	
	 Style	 5	 5	
	 Formal	requirements	 5	 5	

Total	 	 20	 20	
	 	 	 	
TOTAL	 	 100	 89	

	

Evaluation	

Major	criteria:	

This	 is	 a	 strong	work,	 but	 a	 few	 issues	 can	 be	 pointed	 out	 as	 potential	 avenue	 for	
improvement.	When	defining	objectives,	 there	 lacks	a	 clear	explanation	оf	why	 the	
period	оf	2014-2019	is	selected	as	appropriate	for	studying	the	relationship	between		
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regime	type	in	Russia	and	Turkey	and	authoritarian	peace.	At	some	points,	it	is	also	
not	 entirely	 clear	 whether	 the	 research	 is	 focused	 on	 ideographic	 or	 nomothetic	
explanation.	 The	 case	 оf	 Russia	 and	 Turkey	 sometimes	 seems	 to	 be	 a	 means	 for	
testing	a	much	more	general	hypothesis	(‘The	greater	the	similarities	between	states	
in	terms	of	political	regime	type,	the	greater	is	the	international	cooperation	and	the	
peaceful	relation	between	the	two’	p.30;	‘Using	a	case	study	method	is	not	meant	to	
generalize	 to	 populations	 or	 universes,	 but	 to	 generalize	 to	 theoretical	 ideas’	 p.31;	
‘On	 a	 theoretical	 basis,	 the	 thesis	 confirmed	 the	 enduring	 relevance	 of	 democratic	
peace	 as	 a	 useful,	 theoretical	 tool	 to	 evaluate	 not	 only	 the	 relations	 among	
democracies,	 but	 also	 the	 possible	 implications	 for	 authoritarian	 regimes’	 p.80).	
However,	 introduction	and	research	questions	 rather	 suggest	 the	goal	 is	 to	explain	
the	 case	 as	 such,	 i.e.	 specific	 properties	within	 a	 certain	 context,	 and	 do	 not	 really	
hint	on	some	larger	goal	being	set	too.		
While	there	follows	an	impressive	literature	review,	this	section	at	times	reads	as	a	
background	rather	than	a	focused	analysis	оf	key	titles,	their	goals,	methods,	and/or	
conclusions	 vis-à-vis	 those	 of	 the	 author.	 Literature	 review	 and	 theoretical	
framework	are	also	mixed	up	to	some	extent.	It	is	unusual	to	see	one	оf	key	concepts	
(‘New	 Authoritarianism’)	 introduced	 at	 the	 stage	 of	 literature	 review,	 rather	 than	
when	 defining	 theoretical	 framework.	 Since	 this	 concept	 informs	 key	 research	
questions	and	is	then	applied	to	classify	regime	type	in	Russia	and	Turkey,	it	could	be	
useful	to	get	back	to	it	in	theoretical	framework	and	clarify	its	role	more	extensively	
there.	While	expected	at	the	stage	оf	literature	review,	the	niche	of	this	study	in	the	
body	оf	literature	on	the	relationship	between	regimes	and	peace	(democratic	peace	
theory	and	literature	on	authoritarian	peace	vis-à-vis	the	author’s	different	focus)	is	
in	turn	clarified	only	in	theoretical	framework.		
Empirical	 analysis	 presents	 a	 lot	 of	 interesting	 data	 structured	 along	 predefined	
criteria,	but	ends	quite	abruptly.	Some	sort	оf	discussion	putting	all	findings	together	
and	interpreting	them	jointly	(in	a	more	extensive	way	than	conclusion	subsequently	
does)	could	be	helpful.		

Minor	 criteria:	 This	 works	 relies	 on	 a	 robust	 body	 of	 literature,	 including	 an	
impressive	collection	оf	primary	sources.	It	is	also	appropriate	in	terms	оf	its	style,	as	
well	as	conforms	to	formal	requirements.	

Overall	evaluation:	This	is	a	thoroughly	researched	and	well-written	thesis,	apart	
from	a	few	shortcomings	pointed	out	above,	so	I	suggest	“B”	(upper	B	/	B1)	for	the	
overall	evaluation.		

Suggested	grade:	B	
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