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1. KNOWLEDGE AND CONNECTION TO THE FIELD
(relevance of the research question, research objective, literature review):

The thesis explores an intriguing topic of Czech relations with Taiwan and Taiwan's position in the
Czech public sphere and political discourse. So far, there has been very limited theoretically informed
academic research on this topic (unsurprisingly, the majority of existing research rather focuses on
China), and the reviewed thesis manages to fill this gap in a theoretically sophisticated manner.
Moreover, it manages to connect the question of the Czech-Taiwanese relations to broader topics and
questions in the study of the Czech foreign policy and ideologies informing the contemporary Czech
politics.

The literature review is written at a level that exceeds a master's thesis and comes close to the early
stages of doctoral research. It should be commended that the student was able to review literature
connected to a broader set of diverse fields, from Czech foreign policy to ontological security, and
situate his own research within it. Perhaps just the literature on the Czech dissent could be a bit
broader or straightaway linked with Havel, as it, in the end, deals mostly with Havel’s thought and
foreign-policy practice. Tracing different strands of dissident thought would be definitely a
worthwhile endeavour, but one that exceeds the scope of this thesis.

2. ANALYSIS
(methodology, argument, theoretical backing, appropriate work with sources):

The research has a very solid theoretical grounding in the ontological security theory, which serves as
the main tool of the analysis. Wei-Chung Chen was able to synthesize diverse strands of the
ontological security literature and carve out an approach that serves his research focus. Besides, he
was able to connect the theory with a range of assorted concepts (liminality, anxiety, emotional
dimension of ontological security etc) that help him to enrich the analysis at various places. While the
concepts are, in general, well defined and applied, there might be too many of them. This, to a certain
degree, hampers the coherence of the theoretical framework. The conceptual overload is not a major
issue, but it makes for a more difficult read for readers who are not familiar with these literatures.
The methodology is well defined, and although it can be backed by a wider range of sources, it serves
the purpose and provides the student with a transparent and appropriate analytical toolbox to
construct an archive of analysed texts and reconstruct the discourse.

The analysis is based on the combination of primary and secondary sources, which are traced over the
three decades. I appreciate the clear analytical differentiation and periodization of the empirical
material and clearly defined periods of the relations between the two countries. It should be
highlighted that Wei-Chung Chen was able to work with Czech sources and that he also attempted a
limited fieldwork through interviews with key actors. While the latter resulted in only one interview,
it nevertheless helps to add empirical richness and context to the analysis.

3. CONCLUSIONS
(persuasiveness, link between data and conclusions, achievement of research objectives):

Although the study is firmly based in the interpretative tradition, it manages to provide a very rich
explanation of why the topic of relations with Taiwan has been present so strongly in the Czech
public sphere following the late 2010s. The ontological security perspective then helps to add a
critical edge and push the conclusions beyond mere analysis of political posturing of the parts of
Czech liberal circles and attempts to revive a value-based foreign policy. In this respect, I also
appreciate that the student was able to identify the political relevance of his work and while working
on the thesis, he actively reflected on his own positionality and contribution.




4. FORMAL ASPECTS AND LANGUAGE
(appropriate language, adherence to academic standards, citation style, layout):

The thesis is written in an appropriate academic style with a tolerable number of mistakes and typos.
It should be commended that even more advanced concepts are explained in an accessible way. The
citation style is correctly used and while the layout can use some minor tweaks (e.g. better
identification of chapter headlines), it does not pose a significant issue.

5. SUMMARY ASSESSMENT
(strong and weak point of the dissertation, other issues)

Wei-Chung Chen managed to write an interesting and original diploma thesis that fulfils and exceeds
the common thesis requirements. The advanced theoretical framework and student’s ability to work
with contemporary theoretical literature and correctly apply it should be particularly highlighted as a
strong side of the work. Apart from that, the student also proved that he is able of advanced empirical
research and combination of multiple empirical sources.

While the thesis also suffers from some structural issues and conceptual overload. This occasionally
makes for a difficult read and calls for a more elegant explanation of the connections between
different concepts. However, the strengths of the thesis strongly outweighs its weaknesses. [ would
like to encourage the student to revise his work for conceptual coherence and clarity and try to
publish it in an academic journal.
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