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EVALUATION 

Major Criteria: 

The Master thesis deals with the topic of North Korean and Iranian nuclear programs, in particular with 

discrepancies between those two countries’ abilities to succeed and to accomplish the obtaining of a 

nuclear weapon in the past two decades. Its aim is to demonstrate what were the reasons for North 

Korea’s success in its effort and what at the same time hindered the same effort of Iran, searching for the 

most important causes and circumstances that affected the final outcome for the researched countries. 

The theoretical framework that was chosen does fulfill the stated goals of this thesis sufficiently, as it 

utilizes mainly the approaches and models developed by Scott D. Sagan and then the sanctions theory, 

with particular utilitising of the approach suggested by Blanchard and Ripsman. That later enables 

operationalization on the cases under study. The theoretical foundation enabled the author to gain a solid 

footing for his further analysis, yet this opportunity was nevertheless not fully grasped. The thesis is 

structured as a comparative study of two cases, which is a choice that brings certain features by default, 

yet the overall character of the text is rather descriptive. This issue lasted throughout the majority of the 

text. The two case studies concerned with the examined countries offered a diligently deep and very 

informative insight into the (historical) situation in those states, based on a high number of sources, and 

introduced the reader to the ways and areas which affected the development of their nuclear programs. 

It did so in four particular spheres/variables - motivations, capabilities, diplomatic relations, and economic 

sanctions. For both of the selected countries, analysis within the four aforementioned spheres was 

conducted based on the models of Scott D. Sagan and Blanchard and Ripsman, which were partly 

introduced in the theoretical sub-chapter. Because of that, we obtained a detailed picture of how these 

issues and possible causes differ in the DPRK and Iran. The analysis thus mostly consists of garnered texts 

and data of various authors on this topic. The chapters with the description of historical situation of each 

country gives a strong impression that the four chosen factors do play a key role in the process, yet it does 

not offer any precise determination or more clear methodological tool (except a comparison of the data 

and textual analysis of gathered literature) of how to ascertain that impact exactly. Some of the actions 

and influences can be motivated also by other reasons (possibly unknown). It is of course impossible to 

include all possible variables that could have affected the outcome, as the authors acknowledges in the 

text. It is also a question whether, especially in the case of DPRK, the stated sources are enough to truly 

asses the inner motives of the regime concerning its internal political power plays. Nevertheless, the 

models that the author chose did align with these facts. In general, the description of the text’s 

methodology and particular chosen methods and models would definitely deserve its own chapter or 

subchapter and it would be better if it were explained in a bigger detail already in the first chapter. It was 

rather just mentioned and included in the theoretical subchapter throughout its text. Also, it would be 

suitable if there were a bigger space of at least contemplating alternative explanations for the main 

findings in the final chapter. 

In general, the author clearly managed to gather a substantial amount of academically relevant evidence 

enabling him to describe the development in the selected countries in depth. Despite the aforementioned 

criticism regarding some features of the text, this work definitely did succeed to be enlightening on the 

topic of nuclear programs in Korea and Iran and their respective abilities to cope with internal and external 

obstacles for its completing, and the text’s informativness and the relevancy of the topic does meet 



requirements for a master thesis. For these reasons, this is a decent contribution to the field and 

constitutes a solid base for further research in this area. 

 

Minor Criteria: 

The entire text keeps the proper structure and coherency of a diploma thesis, which is also being 

underlined by a larger number of utilized sources that point out a quality research being done. For the 

sake of the general text composition and reader friendliness, it would have been definitely better if the 

text had been aligned to block. Similarly, in an academic text it is not suitable to have paragraphs that 

contain just a single sentence. Nevertheless, the things mentioned in this paragraph are all of minor 

importance and having no impact on the overall quality of the work. 

Overall evaluation: 

In general, this author’s work does meet all main requirements for a master thesis and also adheres to the 

majority of rules of academic writing. The topic of nuclear programs and its success/failure in the examined 

countries was processed well and brings relevant findings and insights. Despite the shortcomings 

described above, Tomáš Hába’s thesis does deserve to be defended successfully. The generally too 

descriptive substance prevents it from reaching its full potential, yet it has fulfilled the requirements of a 

good theoretical framework, relevancy of the topic for the social sciences field, logic structure, and 

sufficiently deep research and sourcing. 
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