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I. Overall evaluation of PhD studies 

PhD studies of Tunç Türel were always exemplary in every respect, each of his obligations was fulfilled 
in the due time and in an excellent manner. Moreover, two papers he has written have been published 
in highly prestigious journals (Journal of Early Christian History, Mnemosyne), while his participation 
at two conferences in Brno and Prague, although international ones, yet not held abroad, may seem 
less splendid achievement. Here, however, his possibilities were limited by an objective obstacle, the 
duty each year to stay in the Czech Republic for some weeks or even months while waiting for the long-
term visa. And, e.g., the Europaeum Classics Colloquia in which our doctoral students participate 
regularly and for which Mr. Türel’s application was even accepted in 2018 take place precisely in the 
time of his each year’s ordered sojourn to Prague. Further, among his enterprises an internship abroad 
is missing, yet once more due to an objective obstacle, this time the Covid-19 pandemics. His internship 
at the University of Jena was arranged already but had to be cancelled in the end precisely for this 
reason. 

II. Overall evaluation of the dissertation  

Concerning Tunç Türel’s dissertation project, I must first emphasize that from the very beginning he 
presented himself as a mature and advanced researcher presenting a well-considered project and 
methods to achieve its goals, thus naturally requiring a minimum of tutoring, yet still always willing to 
accept and follow suggestions from his tutor or any other authority at hand. And I am persuaded that 
the thesis he has submitted, regardless of the issues to be debated during the defence, as a whole 
proves him to be a fully qualified and competent scholar, ready to engage in research conducted by 
everyone everywhere or himself alone. 

III. Comments relating to the dissertation 

The dissertation, as said above, proves its author’s full competence for conducting research and 
presenting its outputs, but at the same time it shows one moment to be better cared of the next time. 
Candidate’s use of English as such is at very high level and each of his single shorter texts I have read 
previously was hardly to be censured from this point of view. He was thus allowed to submit the thesis 
without proofreading by a native speaker. When afterwards I was reading the first draft of the whole 
thesis, I have found and marked a number of unhappy formulations which often were due to omitting 
some word or words from the formulation or leaving a word therein which was probably substituted 
by another, but in the end both remained in the text. Majority of these vices has been remedied before 
submitting the thesis, some of those I have overlooked have been noticed by Mr. Türel himself and 
remedied as well, some, however, remained and some new appeared in the passages formulated 
anew. Some inconsistencies remained also in the citation apparatus. Of course, in each text of some 
length some vices of this kind remain, here, however, one more careful reading of the work could, in 
my opinion, save it from at least some of them. 



IV. Any questions for the defence 

What follows here is meant neither as a question in the proper sense of the term to be dealt with 
during the defence nor, although the contrary may seem to be the case, as a polemics with the 
candidate and doubting his conclusions. This was my duty during the process of genesis of his work, 
and I must emphasize here that whatever indeed I objected previously, Mr. Türel considered it and 
either offered some counter arguments or fairly signalized an alternative explanation to the one he 
was suggesting himself. What has caught my eye at this moment, however, concerns rather a general 
approach to historical research and as such it is meant to be considered routinely. On the pages 201–
202 Mr. Türel argues that after 80 years of child emperors’ rule in 455 it was little possible to change 
the course of history back. Yet on the page 200 we are reminded of Anthemius’ attempt precisely at 
this which failed due to “the disastrous end of the African expedition of 468”. But what if Anthemius 
succeeded? Are we entitled to suppose that he would have failed in any case and only the reason for 
his failure would have to be different? This question recalls another much more celebrated case whose 
protagonist concerns Mr. Türel: What if Julian succeeded in his Persian campaign? Had he really no 
chance yet to change the course of the history? I must admit that for one I am very sceptical to 
attempts at arguing that history could not follow another direction than the one it really did. Still, Mr. 
Türel’s explanation why the course of history after 455 was not changed in the end is convincing, yet I 
for one would not go farther than this. 

V. Conclusion 

As I have already emphasized, the submitted dissertation proves its author a mature scholar and as 
such crowns his exemplary studies at our university. Therefore, I provisionally classify it as passed. 

14 March 2002 Ivan Prchlík 


