
 

  
 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: Bc. Tomáš Kosub 

Title: Competition between Public and Private AI: Is either at an Advantage? 

Programme/year: Security Studies 2021 

Author of Evaluation (supervisor/external assessor): Mgr. Vojtěch Bahenský 

Criteria Definition Maximum Points 

Major Criteria    

 Research question, 
definition of objectives 
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 Theoretical/conceptua
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Evaluation 

Major criteria: 

The thesis tackles interesting question at the intersection of technology, 
politics and conflict. As such, it is thematically spanning many different fields, 
attempting to produce new knowledge through combining and cross-
referencing findings of those field. It proceeds to accomplish this task in 
logical subsequent steps, carefully constructing individual pieces of evidence 
necessary to provide final answer to the research question. Some pieces are 
fashioned better than others, but overall, all are sufficient for their purpose of 
the master thesis and posed question. It has to be reiterated, that the author 
expanded considerable effort and review impressive range of scholarly 
literature to produce those pieces, certainly surpassing the requirements of 
the diploma thesis.  

Unfortunately, it is in the last step of putting these pieces together and 
producing a satisfying answer to the research question, where the thesis lets 
reader down. Last paragraph of chapter six shows it the best, as author asks 
rhetorical question “Would private companies benefit from these acts?” (p. 
56) which is unfortunately left hanging without an answer, even if the answer 
would be posed as an assumption with arguments about reasonability of the 
assumption. Seventh chapter (Findings) reads more as a summary, which 
concisely overviews contents of the thesis, but tentative conclusion about 
possibilities provided to private companies by AI development with regard to 
election interference is covered in less than one full paragraph.  

Minor criteria: 

The style of the work and used English could have been better but are 
generally adequate. Especially word choice at some points is less than 
fortunate (e.g. “This paper will be spinning about several topics” – p.2) With 
regard to sources, it should be specifically commended, that the author 
utilized broad spectrum of sources, with list of sources stretching for full 
eleven pages, which far surpasses the expectations of diploma thesis. 
Otherwise, the thesis fully adheres to the guidelines.  

Overall evaluation: 

The thesis tackles interesting, timely and difficult topic, which requires 
combining expertise on several vastly different fields. The thesis is overly 
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focused on preparing ground for the final argument, which is then made only 
tentatively and rather briefly. Consequently, the thesis might be read more as 
a thoroughly researched backgrounder for future researchers. Nonetheless, 
the author proved ability to work systematically and analytically with wide 
variety of research. Even if the conclusions are found to be lacking, the thesis 
is a result of genuine research effort and fulfils the requirements. Given the 
borderline points score, grading the thesis as B is imaginable, should the 
student be able to expand upon the conclusions and implications of his thesis 
during the defence.  

Suggested grade: C 
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