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Criteria Definition Maximu
m 

Points 

Major Criteria    
 Research question, 

definition of objectives 
10 9 

 Theoretical/conceptual 
framework 

30 24 

 Methodology, analysis, 
argument 

40 33 

Total  80 66 
Minor Criteria    

 Sources 10 7 
 Style 5 4 

 Formal requirements 5 4 

Total  20 15 
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Evaluation 

Major criteria: 
 Research question and hypotheses are explicitly stated and adhered to.  
 With regard to theory, more work needs to be done on establishing the link 

between shatterbelt and power projection. What is it about shatterbelts that 
leads them to be sought after by external powers? By what means do external 
powers establish their influence in shatterbelts? The identification of this link 
is not only crucial for the development of the author’s argument, but also for 
the identification of the very factors that open up regions to geopolitical 
exploitation. Moreover, as these matters are left unattended in the work, we 
are inclined to ask in what ways are shatterbelts special from non-
shatterbelts? Would Russia’s support for Syria be any different had the 
Middle East been a more geopolitically cogent region (i.e. non-shatterbelt)? 
What about Russia’s contemporary (and extensive) involvement in non-
shatterbelt regions? In the end, I do find the utility of the category of 
shatterbelt for the research objectives of the thesis debatable as it is not clear 
what the concept adds to the argument.  

 The work would also benefit from a more nuanced explication of the work’s 
methodological apparatus, along with a more careful explanation and 
justification of the selected choices and moves. In this respect, virtually every 
section on pp. 6–8 would require a closer attention.  

Minor criteria: 

 List of sources is rich, but lacks in versatility. Specifically, monographs 
and edited volumes, with the exception of Cohen, are strikingly absent. 

 Numbering of chapters and sections would be helpful.  
 The text is well-written, but with occasional grammatical errors.   

 
Assessment of plagiarism: 

 
Closer inspection of the Turnitin analysis (reporting 29% match) has revealed no     
irregularities to speak of and has confirmed the originality of the submitted work.  
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Overall evaluation: 

The work sets out to explore Russia’s strategic goals in Africa and the Middle 
East. The author utilises Cohen concept of shatterbelt and a qualitative 
approach rooted in the analysis of two case studies – two countries in which 
Russia has been active: the Central African Republic and Syria. The exact 
research question posed by the author is the following one: “What are Russia’s 
strategic goals in the African and Middle Eastern shatterbelts?” The question is 
supplemented by two working hypotheses and despite the work’s focus on two 
principal case studies, broader regional contexts are developed to make the 
argument generalizable.  

Overall, the work handles the set tasks competently. It provides a lucid analysis 
of Russia’s geopolitical and geo-economic interests in both the Middle East and 
Africa. It is well-written and, despite some shortcomings, builds a legitimate 
argument. On specifics, see sections above.  

I recommend the submitted thesis for defence. 

Suggested question for defence: 

 What is the link between shatterbelts and power projection?  
 How and why is Russia’s power/influence extended (and by what 

means) into regions which do not fit the description of shatterbelts?   

Suggested grade:  B [81%] 
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