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Evaluation 

Major criteria:  

The thesis seeks to explore the processes of “jihadisation” of (secular) 
insurgencies in civil wars. It provides a theoretical discussion followed by two 
case studies, of Afghanistan and Syria civil wars. The subject matter is clearly 
relevant, the design is generally sound, and the author has managed to 
collect and present, in an organised manner, a sufficient amount of empirical 
material related to both cases.  

That said, the thesis includes only a somewhat underdeveloped theoretical 
and methodological framework. No causal mechanisms that are foreseen are 
presented. (Later, the author speaks instead of causal inferences.) The thesis 
defines a set of factors that are proposed to influence jihadisation – resource 
support, foreign fighters’ influx, increase in religiosity during war, grievances 
that are unaddressed by weak states, intrainsurgency competition and an 
expected rise in motivation of insurgency members. However, not only is 
jihadisation not clearly defined – does it entail e.g. embrace of some 
fundamental social values into the political project of the insurgency, with 
clear cultural references? –, it is also not made apparent why these factors 
(somewhat imprecisely yet continually described as mechanisms) were 
actually chosen, and how this choice was informed at a theoretical level. 
Theere is a very limited discussion of methodology in which it is suggested 
that the thesis would consist of a comparative case study. Yet no criteria for 
comparison are proposed. It is also debatable to what extent the presence of 
foreign fighters may in general be seen as a cause of import of certain values 
(“jihadisation”), or, as the author argues specifically, “the influx of foreign 
fighters changed the entire course of religion in the Chechen area” (p. 24). 
(According to e.g. David Malet, in the past two hundred years foreign fighters 
fought in more than 70 insurgencies, most of them secular and motivated by 
national selfdetermination. The composition of foreign fighters who arrived to 
Syria during the civil war has actually been rather varied, as has the roles 
they have performed for the many groups they aligned with.) 
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I would also take issues with some claims made in the empirical section of 
the thesis, e.g. that insurgencies in Afghanistan “found themselves attracted 
to the idea of global jihad, preached by organisations such as the Al-Qaeda 
and the ISIS” (p. 33). While I would agree that in the competition for 
resources some rebels have embraced the ideology of these movements and 
have aligned with them – to the point e.g. of declaring ISIS-K –, this can 
hardly be argued to be a defining characteristic of Taliban, for example. The 
same reservation applies, in fact, to foreign fighters. Their role starting as 
mujahideen in the 1980s in the dynamic of the war is beyond dispute, but not 
necessarily as importers of the values later defining AQ and ISIS’ global 
political utopias.) In the end, the thesis strives to apply the defined factors on 
both cases without reservation and significant differentiation, either internal 
or mutual, and does so with a varying success.  

Minor criteria:  

The argument is generally clear and coherent. yet relies on a limited number 
of relevant sources, includes unnecessary direct quotes at times and does 
not maintain a consisent referencing standard. 

Overall evaluation:  

The thesis treats a relevant subject matter and does so in an overall 
disciplined and cogent manner. However, its potential is somewhat limited by 
underdeveloped theoretical and methodological framework. 

Suggested grade: C 
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In	Prague,	28	March	2016	

	

	

TO	WHOM	IT	MAY	CONCERN:	

	

Dear	Madam,	Sir,	

	

I	have	known	Denisa	Eštoková	in	my	capacity	of	an	internal	reviewer	of	her	diploma	thesis	on	the	alliance	system	in	the	

Middle	East.	 In	my	review,	 I	appreciated	above	all	 the	breadth	and	depth	of	 the	empirical	knowledge	of	 the	regional	

history	 and	 current	 politics	 that	 Denisa	 was	 able	 to	 accumulate	 and	 present	 in	 clear	 and	 ordered	 form.	 Given	 the	

distance	from	the	region	and	the	 limited	offer	of	courses	on	either	the	history	or	contemporary	affairs	of	 the	Middle	

East	at	the	study	programme	at	the	Charles	University	that	Denisa	was	enrolled,	demonstrating	such	command	of	the	

relevant	issues	in	itself	was	a	rather	extraordinary	effort.	Moreover,	the	course	provided	her	with	both	theoretical	and	

methodological	 fundamentals	 that	 she	can	benefit	 from	 in	 further	Ph.D.	 studies.	Therefore,	 I	am	glad	 to	 recommend	

Denisa	for	a	postgraduate	programme	in	Turkey	where	she	could	build	on	the	knowledge	she	has	gained	so	far;	and	the	

methodological	skills	she	has	mastered.	

	

	

Sincerely,	
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In Prague, 8 March 2016 
	
	
To: CEFRES 
 
Dear Madam, Sir, 
 
I have known Jakub Záhora in my capacity as an assistant professor and academic fellow at the Faculty of Social 
Sciences, Charles University. Jakub first attended a master’s course on critical perspectives on terrorism that I teach. He 
was among the best students in the class, and therefore I was glad to later become a supervisor of his Ph.D. thesis. He 
impressed me as a brilliant and diligent student with keen interest in critical security studies and a solid grasp of the 
foundations of the Poststructuralist school of theorising world politics. It was my own interest in and influence by Foucault’s 
genealogy and governmentality investigations that encouraged Jakub to ask me to become his thesis supervisor, and 
since then, I have had the pleasure to discuss with him, on numerous ocassions, his ideas and progress of his research. I 
supported Jakub when he decided to gain a second master’s degree at SOAS to further deepen his understanding of the 
complexities of Israeli local politics and situate it against the broader regional and historical context. And I was glad to see 
that on his arrival, he soon became involved in our department’s collaborative academic activities including both teaching 
and research in the newly founded Deutsch Security Square research centre promoting the intellectual legacy of Karl 
Deutsch. Recognising his research potential, the university also awarded Jakub with a junior research grant that I was glad 
to participate in as a supervisor, and which, among other, allowed him to conduct research and field work in Israel. 
 
I am convinced that Jakub would put to a good use the experience that he would get in CEFRES‘ inspiring environment 
and equally so that he could substantially contribute to the debates here pertaining to the issues related to the everyday 
experiences of spaces as one of CEFRES‘ research priorities, given the focus of his Ph.D. research on the social 
production of space that diagnoses the linkages between micropractices of such production under the permanent state of 
exception with the macroperspective of neoliberal governmentality; and the interdisciplinarity of his research that is 
anchored in international relations and security studies but transcends the field’s narrow boundaries toward, in particular, 
the realms of human geography, etnography and political theory. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Ondrej Ditrych, MPhil. (Cantab.) Ph.D. 
Assistant Professor and Coordinator, Deutsch Security Square 
Faculty of Social Sciences, Charles University in Prague 

	

	

Ondrej	Ditrych,	MPhil.	(Cantab.)	Ph.D.	

Assistant	Professor	and	Head,	Deutsch	Security	Square	

Faculty	of	Social	Sciences,	Charles	University	in	Prague	


