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

The topic of the thesis as well as its academic ambition to explore ontological security in relations to
Czech policy towards Taiwan are very relevant and well defined. The research objective is clear and
framed accordingly. Literature review section is very concise. It tackles most relevant works on
ontological security, including Mintzen and Steele. It could involve more research of Browning as his
publications have been seminal to forming the IR literature on ontological security and ethics and
uncertainty.

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

The methodology is well described and properly applied. The Author is well aware of the
complexities of discourse and constructivist and post-structural approach to analysis. Theoretical
backing and general conduct of analysis, application and ontological security framework are very
competent. The Author introduced empirical material into the discussion, showing not only a wide
knowledge of the topic but also awareness of available data.

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

Conclusions are well outlined; however, they could be a little bit more exhaustive. Truth be told, the
Author presented major reflections throughout the text of the thesis, so it mitigates the overly concise
character of the conclusions. There Author properly links data with answers to the key research
questions. The research objective is accomplished.

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

Everything is in line with MA standards and requirements. Layout could be better; chapters should
separated in more clear manner for the inconvenience of the reader and general readability of the text.
Bu this is a very minor comment.

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

It is a very good thesis. Theoretical, methodological and empirical awareness of the Author are clear.
The use of the theory is visible throughout the analysis. The analysis convincingly leads to Author’s
reflections on research objectives and questions. The Author competently uses the empirical material
to substantiate the key findings and conclusions. In general, this is a very good theory-testing and
reflection-centred thesis. It is very relevant to include a stronger geopolitical correspondence between
CEE and Asia and this thesis addresses this gap. It also shows that ontological security is still an
interesting framework that could be successfully applied on MA level. Layout could be clearer,
literature included in the text could be a little bit more exhaustive, it these only minor comments that
do not translate into my general evaluation which is very good.
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Assessment criteria:

Excellent (A): “Outstanding performance with onlty minor emrors
Very good (B): “Above the average standard bur with some emors™,
Good (C): “Generally sound work but with 2 number of notable errors®;
Satisfactory (D): “Fair but with significant shortcomings®;
Sufficient (E): “Performance mects the minimum critenia”™;
Fail: ‘Some/considerable more work required before the credit can be awarded’.




