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Criteria Definition Maximum Points

Major Criteria

Research question, 
definition of objectives

10 8

Theoretical/conceptua
l framework

30 28

Methodology, analysis, 
argument

40 37

Total 80 75

Minor Criteria

Sources 10 10

Style 5 5

Formal requirements 5 5

Total 20 20

TOTAL 100
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Evaluation

Major criteria: This is an excellent piece of research. Drawing on a critical 
reading of major extant theories reflecting civil-military relations, the author 
sets out to explain why the 2016 coup failed in Turkey, a republic with a long 
list of successful coups. The thesis is well-organized, draws on solid 
knowledge of related literature; I like the empirical execution, as well, as it 
shows the author's good knowledge of Turkey's civil-military and political 
context. I might have several reservations, though. In formal terms, I'd refrain 
from using hypotheses in a clearly qualitative comparative case study. Second, 
I would assume there is distinct strand of literature dealing with coups d'etat; 
a better suited branch of literature to anchor the thesis in than the selected 
one. As I'm not knowledgeable of the field, I refrain from formulating an 
explicit criticism though. Even if this were true, I still like the formal logic of 
the thesis that bridges the chosen strand of literature to the empirical 
evidence. And third, my feeling is that the author, instead of just identifying 
the more suitable theories explaining the failure of the 2016 coup, might have 
identifying the structural conditions that make these theories applicable to 
the 2016 case. Last but not least, the thesis is not explicit about its goal: is it 
giving a list of comparative causes that led to successful coups in the 20th 
century and the single failed coup in 2016? Or is the thesis aiming at 
explaining what led to the failure of the 2016 coup? Or perhaps the thesis 
seeks to theorize on why the 2016 coup failed – in a more general way? 
Depending on what the explicit objectives of the thesis are, the findings/focus 
might be different. 

Minor criteria: I like the structure, the argument; referencing is OK. 

Overall evaluation:
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Suggested grade: A
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