
 

  
 Charles University, Faculty of Social Sciences, Institute of Political Studies  /  

Smetanovo nabrezi 6, 110 01 Prague 1, Czech Republic, info@fsv.cuni.cz, tel: +420 222 112 
111 

www.fsv.cuni.cz 

Diploma Thesis Evaluation Form  

 

Author: František Novotný 

Title: Multiple peace operations in Mali 

Programme/year: Security Studies/2020-21 

Author of Evaluation (external assessor): PhDr. Zdeněk Ludvík, Ph.D. 

 

Criteria Definition Maximum Points 

Major Criteria    

 Research question, 

definition of objectives 
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 Theoretical / 

conceptual framework 

30 27 

 Methodology, analysis, 

argument 
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 Sources 10 9 

 Style 5 5 

 Formal requirements 5 5 
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Evaluation 
 

Major criteria: 

 

The student's work represents a solid study. I especially appreciate the 

literature review and a high-quality and detailed empirical research. Research 

questions and definitions of objectives are formulated logically and 

comprehensibly. 

 

Below, I make some comments on the theoretical and methodological part of 

the text: 

1)  

The student's questions in the discussion about the role and approach of France to 

initiate and participate in the missions under research (at random, the French 
policy can be understood as a somewhat natural result of trying to achieve a bit of 
everything, p. 38; [t]he French government has thus seemed to want to please the 
domestic audience, ibid.; [the French] cooperation with and consent of the African 
governments, p. 39; clear evidence of the French policy being motivated only by clear-
cut power-seeking hegemonic intentions, ibid.) are answerable (and the student's 

conclusions to this to a large extent – logically – positively correlate) using the 

concept of La Françafrique (le système de relations politiques, économiques et 
militaires nouées et entremêlées entre la France et les Républiques africaines issues 
de ses anciennes colonies d’Afrique subsaharienne; cette politique se joue, dans ces 
régimes à parti-État, derrière le rideau, dans la coulisse [the system of political, 

economic and military relations established and interwoven between France and 

the African republics, originated from its former colonies in sub-Saharan Africa; 

this politics has been playing out, in these party-state regimes, behind the curtain, 

behind the scenes]).1 Surprisingly, the student ignores this concept and does not 
discuss it at all (although the material for this is also available in English or Czech). 

2)  

In the discussion (Chapter 5), I miss a clearly structured and announced dialogue 

between the collected empirical material and the initial theorization (revisiting the 
ideas identified in the literature so far and connecting it with the empirical material, 
p. 3), which I was looking forward to and which should have been the core of the 

                                                      

1 Airault, Pascal – Bat, Jean-Pierre (2016): Françafrique: Opérations secrètes et affaires d’État. 
Paris: Éditions Tallandier, text not paged. 
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text. It should have been to refine (albeit to a limited extent due to the type of 

research) the existing knowledge on the problem. I did not live to see it. Thus, from 

the methodological point of view, the case study has lost, to a large extent, its 
instrumentality (it was not testing the competing theoretical explanations). 

3)  

Leaving aside whether it is in any way appropriate to decipher the puzzle of state 
motivations for establishing multiple simultaneous peace operations (p. 3) through a 

single case study (albeit the student apolegetizes this, ibid.), he considers (at least 

implicitly) these operations to be peacekeeping ones. Although I am not an expert 

on "peace operations", I want to emphasize that the missions (de iure) organized 

by the UN can (probably) be described as peacekeeping operations; however, the 

Operation EUTM is peacebuilding one and the missions explicitly initiated by the 

French government (incl. G5) are definitely dominated by the peace enforcement 

dimension. Although the student partially reflects this (pp. 40–41), the issue arises 

as to what extent, in this overall grasp of research, it is at all possible to provide a 

relevant answer to the certainly relevant research question. 

Minor criteria: 

- appropriate literature and satisfactory source base; 

- paper meets the formal requirements and style of a diploma thesis. 

 

Overall evaluation: 

The research topic of this diploma thesis is interesting and up-to-date. Despite 

the above comments, I want to clearly stress that the thesis represents a 

logically structured text through which the student has demonstrated his due 

competence.  

 

I recommend the paper for defense and ask the student to briefly and 

accurately explain the differences among the concepts of peacekeeping, peace 

enforcement, and counterinsurgency. 

 

Suggested grade:  

B 

 

Signature: 

Zd. Ludvík, m.p. 

 


