
Supervisor’s Review on Ilya Aksamentov’s Thesis 

Strategic Thinking: Does Leadership Help to 

Understand It? 
Despite my attempts to discourage him, Ilya Aksamentov has chosen a topic that is of great interest 

but also very broad and vague, extremely difficult to meaningfully fit into a bachelor’s thesis and to 

analyze in clear and precise terms. Although the final version of thesis shows significant progress 

compared to the early drafts and testifies to a big amount of effort the author has invested in his 

work, it still leaves quite a lot to desire. When the author says things like: “It seems that it is quite 

obvious why there is no clarity in strategy formulation process. There is no unity as such on the 

concept of strategic thinking itself. (…) Each strategic situation is very unique in its’ own way and we 

cannot be prepared for each of them.“ (p. 13), it often reads as an admission of defeat by the topic.  

The thesis is stuffed with managerial vocabulary and verbiage that is often not always sufficiently 

clear and gives the reader a hard time. The game theoretic approach is only partially developed 

mostly relying on a single source (Dixit et al. 2004) and does not really succeed in “connecting all the 

dots” as I would have preferred. Often, long stretches of the text consist of summarizing a single 

source. This practice diminishes the value of the thesis – it does not allow the author to show his skill 

and knowledge by synthesizing various sources and it inevitably leads to skipping between different 

styles and vocabularies. The thesis has only partially succeeded in binding the different sources and 

inspirations together into a coherent whole. Also, the case study that was supposed to illustrate 

application of the core ideas discussed in the thesis is, despite effort, somewhat unpersuasive and 

does not really provide the expected uniting touch.  

The fatal problem, however, is the major missteps in work with the sources. The author maybe 

proceeded based on my instruction to get rid of the direct quotations that were too numerous and 

redundant and to use paraphrase instead. Unfortunately, the actual practice of “paraphrasing” is 

often very far from desirable in the thesis – the author has only changed a few words in some of the 

direct quotations and the final text of such “paraphrases” is mostly identical to the wording of the 

sources. The most blatant occurrences of this phenomenon are present in the case study (Chapter 5). 

Pp. 41-47 (!) are as close to copy & paste as they can be. Although plagiarism might not have been 

the author’s intent (none of the original sources has been completely withheld as far as I can tell), it 

is the de facto result that cannot be tolerated. 



Were there no cases of plagiarism, I would consider the thesis defensible. Unfortunately, this is not 

the case. My opinion is that the thesis, in its present state, should not be defended. If defended, it 

needs to be graded as “failed”. 
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