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Major criteria: This is an interesting piece of research. The author builds on
previous works (Mann; Shoemaker and Spanier) that he seeks to extend to
illustrate that third-party intervention serves as an additional factor leading to
ethnic cleansing. While the premise is relatively innovative and fairly ambitious
(Siroky, Salehyan, and Wood showed in their seminal 2014 article in 10 that
external rebel support is conducive to civilian victimization; this article has a
similar logic to the author’s), the execution is somewhat problematic. First, it's
not clear how the author defines the patron and the client in the Moscow-
Yerevan-Stepanakert triangle. Is Moscow Yerevan’s patron and Yerevan
Stepanakert’s patron? If yes, then the picture would be too convoluted and
drawing causal inferences from it would be analytically hard, apart from
identifying empirical nuances as to whether (and to what extent) Stepanakert
was in charge of shaping its separate policy at the turn of the 1980s and 1990s,
that is, whether Stepanakert was a client in the established sense. Was Baku
Ankara’s patron? This assumption might be difficult to validate empirically
given Turkey’s unwillingness to engage dramatically in the First Karabakh war
in order to avoid dangerous escalation with Russia. Another aspect is the
organization of the empirical chapters: the thesis brings in chronologically
structured empirical chapters, while a more workable structure would involve
an analytical aspects-centered organization. As expected and discussed with
the author, drawing causal references from the available (open) data proved to
be hard, as shown in the execution of the reviewed thesis: while the author’s
claim is straightforward and ambitious, the actual empirical data rather under-
prove the main objective of the thesis.

Minor criteria: Excellent identification of and engagement with the research
problem/literature review; very good conceptualization and (causal)
theoretization. Good knowledge of the relevant literature.

Assessment of plagiarism: no plagiarism detected.

Overall evaluation: An ambitious academic enterprise. In spite of some empirical and
logical pitfalls that reduce the internal validity of the thesis, I consider the thesis an
innovative take on an urgent phenomenon of international politics. The author has done
his best to improve his thesis. Therefore, I give the thesis a slightly higher grade than it
might have deserved.
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