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Comments of the referee on the thesis highlights and shortcomings 

1) Theoretical background: Author was guided by two main theoretical fundamentals: 

nationalism, and national identity. I consider these two concepts relevant, and sufficient to explain 

the phenomenon that the author chose as his topic. Theoretical background is consistently used 

through the thesis, although it will be wider to some extent. Author systematically explained the 

central phenomena in a way described in the introduction.  

 

2) Contribution: Pointing to the current state of the ideological pillars of the Serbian conservative 

thought, author treated the subject very knowledgeably. Due to the current social and political 

situation in Serbia, the topic is interesting and very appropriate. According to my opinion, the main 

value added is that author discussed the topic not only diachronically (as a genesis) but 

synchronically as well. Author explained not only how, but also why the observed phenomena 

occurred, and was formed: “the way nationalism in Serbia reproduces and how the sets of beliefs 

and practices […] are constructed through discourse as a strategy.“ I consider author´s 

argumentation well founded. 

 

3) Methods: Author´s approach to the methodology, which combined anthropological study of 

myths and critical discourse analysis, is quite innovative. This combination of analytical tools is 

more than adequate to the analysis of the chosen topic. Although the author could draw on a wider 

selection of sources, as well as pay attention to the criticism of the methods used, the topic is 

systematically analyzed enough. 

 

4) Literature: Author's choice of sources used for analysis is good and appropriate. Maybe a list of 

theoretical, as well as factual literature could be slightly wider. 

 

5) Manuscript form: The thesis has well developed structure. The language is at a particularly high 

level. The text is easy to read, clear and understandable.  
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